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Concerned for Communists 


I offer a footnote to John McManus’s 
excellent article on the creation of the 
United Nations (“The UN: The Vision of 
the Founders,” October 22, 2012 issue). 
British historian Charlotte Waterlow, 
author of The Hinge of History, told me 
that when the UN’s Universal Declaration 
of Human Rights was being drafted, Elea- 
nor Roosevelt, who was a delegate to the 
commission that wrote the United Nations 
Charter, personally intervened to block all 
references to God in order to make the 
declaration acceptable to communist na- 
tions. Waterlow, now deceased, told me 
her source for that was someone close to 
Mrs. Roosevelt. Waterlow herself was a 
strong supporter of the UN and approved 
of Mrs. Roosevelt’s tactic, so I accept her 
comment as factual, although it is unre- 
corded in any history book. 
JOHN WHITE 
Cheshire, Connecticut 


Moral Morass 


Without a solid moral foundation, Amer- 
ica is doomed. Our country is divided 
between those who believe in moral ab- 
solutes and those who believe in moral 
relativism. Those who believe in moral 
absolutes stand on solid ground morally 
because their morality is derived from a 
Higher Power than mere human intellect. 

If morality is relative and determined 
by one’s culture, then one can expect to be 
treated in different ways by different cul- 
tures. If morality is relative, then who can 
say that Hitler’s destruction of 6,000,000 
Jews was wrong? Who can say that the de- 
struction of 110,000,000 people by the com- 
munists was wrong? One thing is certain, if 
culture determines morality, mankind will 
never come to a consensus. Hence, we must 
return to an ethical and moral belief system 
that is based on a solid foundation, one that 
presumes God as the beginning point of our 
morality. This is what America needs now, 
more than anything else. 

It might be argued that such thinking 
leads to a theocracy, and what if the the- 
ocracy becomes oppressive? But since 
the founding of our nation, we have never 
turned into a theocracy, yet we have largely 
been, until recent times anyway, a God- 
fearing nation. As long as we adhere to our 
Constitution and maintain the checks and 
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balances, there is little danger of becoming 
any kind of theocracy, let alone an oppres- 
sive one. Only when we push God out of 
our lives do we risk totalitarian oppression. 
Monte R. HEIL 
Sent via e-mail 


Christian Catastrophe 


I am wondering why no one of influence 
is leading the church in repentance for 
acquiescing to the 501(c)(3) income-tax 
exemption, which forbids the church from 
political involvement and is optional, not 
mandatory. The liberal Left now has the 
voice we gave away for a payoff not to 
speak up. Nine years after the 501(c)(3) 
was written, prayer was removed from our 
schools. Government could do that in this 
Christian nation of freedom of speech be- 
cause the church took money to not speak 
up. Then abortion was legalized and same- 
sex “marriage.” We are 76-percent Chris- 
tian. Germany was 99-percent Christian 
when Germans handed Hitler power. 
PATRICIA KENERSON 
Sent via e-mail 


What Will We Value as 
Much as Our Homes? 


In the thick of the housing bubble, any- 
one could get a home under the pretense 
of the American dream. Now we see the 
continued erosion of home values and 
more and more people disconnecting from 
what used to be a pillar of success, their 
home, through short sales and abandon- 
ment. With so many people finding less 
and less reason to feel the importance of 
their home, I am sure the void will be filled 
by an as-yet-to-be-determined government 
solution — one with more dissolution of 
property rights, because people won’t put 
up a fight for something they care little 
about. Happenstance or grand design? 
TIM MARDEN 
Gainesville, Florida 


CORRECTION: A caption in the article 
entitled “The National Debt: What Re- 
ally Needs to Be Done” (December 24, 


2012 issue) says John F. Kennedy gave 
a speech to New York’s Economic Club 
in 1963. The date should be 1962. 
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NSA Whistleblower: “Every American Is Under Surveillance” 
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Following the resignation of CIA Director David Petraeus, a 
former high-ranking member of the National Security Agency 
(NSA) claimed the FBI’s probe into Petraeus indicates that digital 
privacy has become a freedom of the past. 

“What I’ve been basically saying for quite some time is that the 
FBI has access to the data collected, which is basically the emails 
of virtually everybody in the country,’ NSA whistleblower William 
Binney affirmed in a December 4 interview with the Kremlin-fund- 
ed news outlet Russia Today (RT). “And the FBI has access to it.” 

Binney stands among a number of former officials who have 
testified against the NSA, exposing a series of controversial 
methods that could put an end to the agency’s post-9/11 domes- 
tic surveillance campaign. Binney resigned from the agency after 
observing countless acts of what he determined to be blatantly 
illegal methods to spy on the American people. 


One effort he deemed unconstitutional was the use of a tech- 
nology referred to as “Naris,’ which the NSA uses to harvest 
e-mails and other digital information without having to receive 
permission from providers. Binney testified that all congressional 
lawmakers are being monitored as well. 

In his interview with RT, Binney emphasized that the FBI does 
not filter e-mail messages but obtains and stores all of a person’s 
e-mails, and when he or she becomes a target, their entire records 
are extracted and analyzed for the desired information. “I don’t 
think they are filtering it,’ Binney asserted. “They are just storing 
it. I think it’s just a matter of selecting when they want it. So, if 
they want to target you, they would take your attributes, go into 
that database and pull out all your data.” 

Although the government’s domestic surveillance efforts are 
still officially secret, Supreme Court Justices Samuel Alito, John 
Roberts, and Sonia Sotomayor have criticized them, and the Sen- 
ate Judiciary Committee has affirmed support for increasing con- 
sumer e-mail privacy. 

The overall theme represented in Binney’s testimony seeks 
to protect the freedoms and liberties granted to Americans 
under the U.S. Constitution. “The central [U.S.] government 
defines what is right and wrong and whether or not they target 
you,” Binney concluded. “They are violating the foundation 
of this entire country ... and they are not living up to the oath 
of office.” 


School Forces First-grader to Remove “God” From Poem 


Officials at an elementary school in North Carolina were in hot 
water with local residents after they forced a first grader to re- 
move references to God from a poem she had written to honor 
her grandfather. The student, whose grandfather served in the 
military during the Vietnam War, planned to read the poem at a 
November 8 Veterans Day ceremony at West Marion Elementary 
School in McDowell County, North Carolina. In the poem she 
included the lines, “He prayed to God for peace, he prayed to God 
for strength,” to describe the actions of her grandfather during the 
war. But when a parent complained about the poem’s mention of 
God and its inclusion in the ceremony, school officials forced the 
girl to remove the lines before presenting the poem. 

Chris Greene, an employee of McDowell County Schools, told 
CBS News November 30 that the school “had one parent concerned 
with the use of the word God in this program. This parent did not 
want the word God mentioned anywhere in the program.” Explain- 
ing the school’s actions, McDowell County school superintendent 
Gerri Martin told mcdowellnews.com November 20, ““We wanted 
to make sure we were upholding the school district’s responsibility 
of separation of church and state from the Establishment Clause.” 

Ken Paulson of the First Amendment Center, a Washington, 
D.C.-based group that studies issues surrounding the Constitution 
and freedom of speech and religion, told mcdowellnews.com that 
in his opinion, the school was within its rights to censor the girl’s 
poem for public reading. 


But Matt Sharp of Alliance Defending Freedom, a conserva- 
tive legal advocacy group, disagreed. “Students should not be 
censored when speaking about their faith or honoring those who 
valiantly served to protect our freedoms. The poem described the 
historical actions of her grandfather, and the Constitution protects 
such student expression at school,” he said November 30. 

Local residents lined up behind the young poet, with one, Es- 
ther Dollarhyde, telling CBS News that “we need to keep in mind 
what our country was founded on. It was founded on God and 
Jesus Christ, and our veterans went out and fought for us so we 
would have a free country. But if we aren’t allowed to honor them 
the way that the children want to, then America is getting lost.” 
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After Educating Delegates, Monckton Booted From UN Climate Summit 


AP Images 


Lord Christopher Monckton, former advisor to ex-British Prime 
Minister Margaret Thatcher, had an opportunity to educate repre- 
sentatives of governments and dictatorships at the United Nations 
climate-change summit in Doha, Qatar, about the fact that there 
has been no global warming for the last 16 years. 

As self-styled government climate dignitaries were assembled 
in a plenary session on December 6, Lord Monckton, who regu- 
larly criticizes global-warming alarmists, took a seat reserved 
for Burmese officials. After being recognized to speak by the 
conference president, he took the microphone and began a brief 
educational seminar, as confused delegates contorted their faces 
and quietly mumbled to each other. 

“Tn the 16 years now that we have been coming to these events, 


— 


there has been no global warming at all,’ said Lord Monckton, 
referring to the most recent U.K. Met Office data showing that 
there has actually been no observable increase in planetary tem- 
peratures for more than a decade and a half. Like a wide array of 
climate scientists and experts, Lord Monckton had been trumpet- 
ing that key point for days. 

“Secondly, even if we were to take action to try and prevent 
global warming, the cost of that would be many times greater than 
the cost of taking adaptative measures later,’ Lord Monckton, sit- 
ting in the Burmese regime’s spot, continued as other UN delegates 
began to realize what was going on. “So our recommendation, 
therefore, is that we should initiate very quickly a review of the 
science to make sure that we are all on the right track.” 

Unsurprisingly, the international “climate” negotiators were un- 
impressed with the facts, knowing full well that if the truth were to 
become more widely known, the entire multi-billion-dollar global- 
warming industry could collapse. UN security guards promptly 
arrived to escort Lord Monckton out of the Doha summit as COP18 
President Abdullah bin Hamad Al-Attiyah of Qatar apologized to 
delegates for the brief talk on the lack of global warming. 

“One just couldn’t resist,’ Monckton explained in a written piece 
about the incident that he e-mailed to THE NEw AMERICAN. “There 
they all were, earnestly outbidding each other to demand that the 
West should keep them in pampered luxury for the rest of their in- 
dolent lives, and all on the pretext of preventing global warming that 
has now become embarrassingly notorious for its long absence.” 


CIA Recruiting Within “LGBT” Community for Spy Agency Staffing 


According to a December 2 National Public Radio (NPR) report, 
“as part of the CIA’s efforts to diversify its workforce, the spy 
agency is reaching out to a group that once was unable to get 
security clearance — lesbians and gay men.” 

In late November, the CIA partnered with Florida’s Miami- 
Dade Gay and Lesbian Chamber of Commerce for an event to 
network with homosexuals who may be interested in working 
for the agency. “This is the first time we’ve done a networking 
event of this type with any of the gay and lesbian chamber of 
commerces in the United States,’ Michael Barber, the CIA’s 
LGBT Community Outreach and Liaison program manager, 
told NPR. Barber, who made it clear that he is “straight,” em- 
phasized that his agency is not as picky as it once was about the 
sexual orientation of its recruits, and now welcomes lesbian, 
gay, bisexual, and even transgender (LGBT) individuals for ser- 
vice in the spy agency. 


“For many years, the CIA and other federal agencies routine- 
ly denied security clearances to gay men and women,” reported 
NPR, “until President Clinton signed an executive order end- 
ing the practice in 1995. Now, Barber says, the CIA even has a 
program for gay couples. “We actually have LGBT employees 
serving overseas with their partners,’ Barber said to the few dozen 
gathered at the networking event. ‘So you can do it.” 

During the 1950s and 60s, hundreds of homosexuals were 
purged from the CIA ranks — primarily for security reasons. But 
as long ago as the late 1980s, a select few were allowed to stay 
on, pioneering the way for today’s wide-open compromise. Today 
the CIA has many LGBT employees and, as with most other 
federal agencies, even boasts a homosexual fraternity of some 
200 members within its ranks. In addition, notes NPR, the “spy 
agency is one of the founding partners of Outserve, an organ- 
ization that represents gay active military personnel, including 
those with the CIA.” 

While seasoned intelligence experts may argue that such relax- 
ing of standards by the federal intelligence agency represents a 
security compromise ripe for exploitation by those unfriendly to 
America, straight-arrow CIA recruiter Michael Barber insisted 
to NPR that being openly homosexual “is no longer an issue for 
holding security clearance, that we want the best and the brightest 
regardless of your sexual orientation.” 


== 


Boehner Boots Conservatives off Budget Committee 


In a speech to the House of Representa- 
tives in January 2011, then newly elected 
Speaker of the House John Boehner (R- 
Ohio) vowed that he would “renew focus 
on the Constitution.” On December 3, 
2012, Boehner demonstrated his lack of 
fidelity to that promise by politically os- 
tracizing some of the most staunch con- 
stitutionalists in the House. 

Representatives Tim Huelskamp (R- 
Kan.) and Justin Amash (R-Mich.) were 
booted from the Budget Committee — likely a result of the 
two congressmen’s record of opposing the speaker on key fis- 
cal issues. Last year, for example, Huelskamp and Amash voted 
against raising the debt ceiling and are adamantly opposed to any 
tax increases. 

On December 4, Amash described Boehner’s action as a “slap 
in the face” to the libertarian wing of the Republican Party. “For a 
party that’s trying to expand its base and make sure it reaches out 
to young people and new groups, I think it’s pretty outrageous,” 
Amash said during a speech at the Heritage Foundation. 

The decision to exile Amash and Huelskamp was made Decem- 
ber 3 during a Steering Committee meeting. According to sources 
cited on rollcall.com December 3, members of the Steering Com- 
mittee “reviewed a spreadsheet listing each GOP lawmaker and 
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how often he or she had voted with lead- 
ership.” Given Amash’s and Huelskamp’s 
records, it is likely their names ranked at 
the top of Boehner’s hit list. 

Two other conservative lawmakers 
also received committee assignment pink 
slips on December 4: Representatives 
David Schweikert (R-Ariz.) and Walter 
Jones (R-N.C.) were kicked off the Fi- 
nancial Services Committee. 

In an attempt to deflect the criticism 
aimed at his boss, Boehner spokesman Michael Steele told THE 
NEw AMERICAN December 4 that “‘the Steering Committee makes 
decisions based on a range of factors.” 

Judging by Boehner’s choice of targets, one of those factors 
is the failure of those conservative Republicans to put loyalty to 
party above loyalty to their oath of office to “preserve, protect, 
and defend the Constitution of the United States.” 

Ron Paul, the role model for many libertarian-minded Re- 
publicans, commented on the controversy, telling the online 
news agency The Daily on December 5, “They’re going to pun- 
ish freshmen legislators? If you’re looking for dissension, then 
you're going to get it.” Paul added, “These congressmen will 
never cave. They’re going to get the support of the people.... They 
will become heroes.” 
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Norquist’s Pledge Losing Backers 

“I care more about my country than I do about a 20-year-old 
pledge.” 

Though he signed the pledge for “no new taxes” created by 
Grover Norquist, Georgia Republican Senator Saxby Cham- 
bliss is not alone in expressing a willingness to abandon a com- 
mitment that he feels no longer has any teeth. 


No Openings in the Tightly Controlled 

World of Chinese Politics 

“To break one-party rule right now is probably not realistic, but 
we can have factions within the party made public and legal- 
ized, so they can campaign against each other.” 

Veteran journalist Yang Jisheng, a historian of the Mao Tse- 
tung era, expects no real change in the way China’s communist 
leaders rule the world’s most populous country. 


Not All Female Marines Want Combat Assignments 


Saxby 
Chambliss 
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“IT am confident that should the Marine Corps attempt to fully integrate women into the infantry, we 
as an institution are going to experience a colossal increase in the crippling and career-ending medi- 


cal conditions for females.” 


Writing in the Marine Corps Gazette, Captain Katie Petronio opposed the current drive of fellow 
female Marines to be assigned to combat posts. She served seven months in Afghanistan and arrived 
back in the United States physically broken, with several infirmities, including an ovarian condition 


that left her infertile. 


Cost of Fighter Plane Becomes an Issue 

“It is simultaneously too big to fail and too big to succeed.” 

The F-35 Joint Strike Fighter Jet program has already cost $65 bil- 
lion. Analyst Todd Harrison of the Center for Strategic and Budget- 
ary Assessments estimates the program will cost hundreds of billions 
more and believes it may be targeted by budget cutters. 


Governor Takes a Stand Against Portions of OhamaCare 
“Where there are unfunded mandates on the states or there is tram- 
pling of the 10th Amendment or undermining of federalism that 
hurts the states or costs us money, then we’ll fight it.” 

At a Republican Governors Association meeting, Virginia Gover- 
nor Bob McDonnell expressed the view of many of his colleagues. 


Bob ; 
McDonnell ra Republicans hold 30 of the 50 
governor posts. 
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Actor Calls His TV Program “Filth” 

“If you watch Two and a Half Men, please stop watching it.” 
During an interview with the religious website Forerunner Chron- 
icles, 19-year-old actor Angus Jones said he didn’t want to par- 
ticipate in the show anymore. He later softened his remarks but still 
discouraged viewers from tuning in and “filling your head with filth.” 


Labor Leader Continues to Deny Debt Threat 

“What we’re facing is an obstacle course within a manufactured 

crisis that was hastily thrown together in response to inflated rhet- 

oric about our federal deficit.” 

In his completely irresponsible comments about the admitted $16 

trillion federal indebtedness, AFL-CIO President Richard Trum- 

ka went so far as to insist that the “fiscal cliff” doesn’t exist. J 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUus 
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Americans are told almost nonstop to ignore prohibitions against free sex and that 
indulging in unrestrained, promiscuous sex means everyone goes away happy. Bad idea. 


by Kurt Williamsen 


ydeia Broadbent became some- 
H what of a mini-celebrity 20 years 
ago as a seven-year-old when she 
appeared on a Nickelodeon AIDS special. 
She appeared on the show with basket- 
ball great and HIV-positive athlete Magic 


Johnson — she had been diagnosed with 
AIDS, basically believed at the time to be 
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a death sentence. She is still alive, and is 
a public-speaking dynamo. As an early re- 
cipient of anti-viral treatments that made 
AIDS a livable disease, one might expect 
her to be one of the many who reiterate 
their positive experiences having the dis- 
ease, also inadvertently pooh-poohing the 
seriousness of the disease. 

Not her. She does the opposite. She lays 
bare the consequences of having the dis- 


ease, in order to encourage people to ab- 
stain from behaviors that might lead them 
to acquire it. She explained in a story for 
CNN: “If you’re HIV-negative, I would 
say ‘Stay that way.’ If you’re positive, I 
would say, “There’s life after a positive 
test, but it is a hassle.’” 

As she told CNN last year, what she 
accomplishes in a day depends on how 
she feels: 
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There are days when Hydeia can’t get 
out of bed. Sometimes she is so sick 
her mornings are spent with her head 
hung over the toilet. 

Every morning, she must take her 
cocktail of five pills. Her tiny frame 
is partly a result of medicine stunting 
her growth. 

If it’s a good day, she goes to the 
gym to exercise. Staying fit is key to 
living with AIDS, she says. She eats 
healthy too, because a person with 
HIV/AIDS is more prone to cancer 
and heart disease... 

“There’s so much misinformation. 
People think there’s a cure ... .” she 
said. “There is no cure.” ... 

Although a positive test result is no 
longer a death sentence, Hydeia says, 
“it’s a life sentence.” 

“It’s always there. You’re always 
going to have HIV or AIDS. You’re 
always going to be taking medicine. 
You’re always going to be going to 
the doctor’s office. You’re always 
going to be getting your blood 
drawn.” 
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Her medicine costs $3,500 J 
to $5,000 a month. 


The story soberly added that 
“16,000 Americans will die this 
year from AIDS.” 

Yet despite the very harsh re- 
alities of HIV/AIDS, according to 
the National Center for Health Statistics, 
in 2010, in the United States, “for all races 
combined in the age group 15-24 years, 
HIV disease moved from the 12th leading 
cause of death in 2009 to the 11th leading 
cause of death in 2010.” It is the “7th lead- 
ing cause of death in 2010 for the age group 
25-44 years.” 

Moreover, there are, according to the 
Centers for Disease Control’s “2010 Sexu- 
ally Transmitted Diseases Surveillance,” 
about 47,000 new diagnoses of HIV made 
each year, with a lifetime cost for each per- 
son conservatively estimated at $379,668 
— that’s $17,844,396,000 of medical costs 
added to an already overwhelmed and 
over-budgeted U.S. medical system yearly. 
(Note: Many people catch HIV by sharing 
intravenous needles, not via sex.) 


You can live with it, sort of: Hydeia Broadbent (center), who was born HIV positive and led 
former basketball star Magic Johnson (right) to be the public face of HIV/AIDs awareness 20 
years ago, tells audiences about the hassles of having AIDS and warns about its transmission. 


There are also 19 million new infec- 
tions of sexually transmitted gonorrhea, 
chlamydia, and syphilis yearly, which cost 
$17 billion to treat each year. Then there 
are the costs to treat all of the other STDs 
— human papillomavirus, herpes, genital 
warts, hepatitis, trichomoniasis, scabies, 
etc. The World Health Organization says 
that there “are more than 30 different 
sexually transmissible bacteria, viruses 
and parasites.” Treatment for those in the 
United States is also in the billions of dol- 
lars per year — when they’re treatable and 
not drug resistant. 


Whooping It Up Over Whooppee 
Though it’s likely that literally everyone 
who is having sex is aware of STDs, such 
as herpes and HIV, and that STDs have 
consequences that include death, casual 
sex in our country is practically revered 
by youths and leftists. Sex on a whim, to 
them, is the be-all and end-all of life. 

Accordingly, public schools, Holly- 
wood celebs, and teen magazines often 
teach youths that no one should be allowed 
to tell them that they should not have sex 
until they are married, that every type and 
manner of sex is OK, and that having sex is 
just another bodily function and should be 
considered only with the same level of care 
as eating: Be careful about what you put in 
your body; try to prevent the transmission 
of pathogens via hygienic practices and 
barriers to disease transmission, such as 
latex products; and then dig in. 

As well, even network TV tantalizes 
viewers with titillation and works to con- 
vince viewers that bed hopping is no big 
deal — everyone does it, with ones they 
love or ones they merely like. The term 
“friends with benefits” — friends who have 
sex with each other when no one better is 
available — is now such common slang that 
Hollywood used it as the basis for a movie. 

Human nature being what it is, it’s re- 
ally no surprise to learn that there’s not 
much difference between the percentage 
of youths who latch on to the “safe sex” 
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Anti-abstinence? Popular rhetoric suggests that the solutions to abating the spread of STDs 
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are school lessons on and open dialogue about sex and intimacy. But in France, where sex-ed is 
mandatory and sex is a public passion, STDs are rampant. 


message and the percentage of those who 
heed the appeals to participate in “unin- 
hibited sex.’ A CDC survey showed that 
about 60 percent of high-school students 
who have had sex used a condom the last 
time they had sex, and 50 percent of them 
say they’ve had sex at least once. That’s a 
lot of young people, with a lot of exposure 
to STDs. (Of course, in both cases there’s 
probably some false data: In the case of 
the number of youths having sex, many 
youths don’t consider oral sex to be sex at 
all, and so don’t count it.) 

In 2008, according to an AP article en- 
titled “1 in 4 teen girls has sexually trans- 
mitted disease,” not only did 25 percent 
of teenage girls have an STD, “among 
those who admitted to having sex, the rate 
was even more disturbing — 40 percent 
had an STD.” Black girls suffered worst: 
48 percent of them had an STD, though 


1 treatment to rectify infertility 


npe 


blacks as a group are the most likely to use 
condoms, using them between 65 and 70 
percent of the time. 

Lest one believe the oft-cited refrain that 
such high rates of venereal disease in the 
United States demonstrate, as stated by 
Cecile Richards, the head of Planned Par- 
enthood, that “the national policy of pro- 
moting abstinence-only programs is a ... 
failure,’ know that “abstinence-only” is far 
from national policy — with only 34 per- 
cent of school principals in a Kaiser study 
saying that their school’s “main message 
was abstinence-only” and with two-thirds 
of U.S. teens having had school lessons 
about condom usage. More importantly, it 
should be clear to all by studying France 
that sex-ed programs are a proven failure at 
eliminating such problems. 

In France, sex education has been part 
of the school curricula since 1973, and 
students are given condoms in eighth 
and ninth grades. Moreover, in that 
country there can be no claims of 
hidden sexual repression influenc- 
ing findings: Sex is not only part of 
the national dialogue, it’s part of the 
country’s national pride — alongside 
French cuisine — and public sex is not 


uncommon. Yet according to the World 
Health Organization, nearly 45 percent 
of French women tested under 25 years 
of age had sexually transmitted human 
papillomavirus (HPV). When women of 
all ages are considered, the evidence is 
equally damning: 12.8 percent of French 
women had HPV versus 7.3 percent for 
women of Western Europe as a whole. The 
worldwide HPV rate is 11.4 percent. 


One Disease, Then Another 

But sex-related diseases and costs go far 
beyond those directly associated with 
STDs. The National Cancer Institute at 
the National Institutes of Health stated 
that the human papillomavirus, which is 
“spread through direct skin-to-skin con- 
tact during vaginal, anal, and oral sex,” 
causes “virtually all cervical cancers” 
and “most anal cancers and some vaginal, 
vulvar, penile, and oropharyngeal cancers 
[cancers in the middle part of the throat].” 
And the risk isn’t limited to women. The 
title of a 2011 NBCNews.com article ad- 
equately sums up the situation: “Cancer 
spike, mainly in men, tied to HPV from 
oral sex.” The article added that “we can 
expect some 10,000 to 15,000 patients 
with (the [oropharyngeal] cancers) per 
year in the United States, with the great 
majority having HPV-positive (cancers).” 
All told, “High risk HPV infections ac- 
count for approximately 5 percent of can- 
cers worldwide.” 

With the total cost of treating cancer in 
the United States in excess of $124.6 bil- 
lion in 2010, the cost of treating cancer 
caused by HPV infections is likely upward 
of $6.23 billion per year — five percent of 
$124.6 billion. (This total is based on aver- 
age costs from 2001 to 2006, before many 
expensive treatments were introduced, so 
costs now are likely higher.) 

Also, according to the CDC, “Chlamyd- 
ia and gonorrhea are important preventable 
causes of infertility,’ even though “most 
women infected with chlamydia or gonor- 
rhea have no symptoms.” There are “an es- 
timated 2.8 million cases of chlamydia and 
718,000 cases of gonorrhea [that] occur 
annually in the United States.” “Each year 
untreated STDs cause 24,000 women in 
the United States to become infertile.” 
STDs cause approximately one-fourth of 
all infertility in women, and treatment to 
rectify infertility can be very costly. 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ JANUARY 7, 2013 


STDs also cause ectopic pregnancy, 
wherein a woman’s egg gets fertilized in 
her fallopian tubes, instead of her uterus, 
again causing a life-threatening situation. 

And the effects of STDs travel further 
than between the couple having sex: The 
effects can get passed on to newborns. The 
CDC commented: 


STDs can be passed from a pregnant 
woman to the baby before, during, 
or after the baby’s birth. Some STDs 
(like syphilis) cross the placenta and 
infect the baby while it is in the uter- 
us (womb). Other STDs (like gon- 
orrhea, chlamydia, hepatitis B, and 
genital herpes) can be transmitted 
from the mother to the baby during 
delivery as the baby passes through 
the birth canal... 

A pregnant woman with an STD 
may also have early onset of labor, 
premature rupture of the membranes 
surrounding the baby in the uterus, 
and uterine infection after delivery. 

The harmful effects of STDs in ba- 
bies may include stillbirth (a baby that 
is born dead), low birth weight (less 
than five pounds), conjunctivitis (eye 
infection), pneumonia, neonatal sepsis 
(infection in the baby’s blood stream), 
neurologic damage, blindness, deaf- 
ness, acute hepatitis, meningitis, 
chronic liver disease, and cirrhosis. 


STDs truly are the gifts that keep on giving. 
Too, taking “the pill” to avoid begetting 

any infants increases the risk of getting 

blood clots, strokes, and heart attacks. 

A study published in the June New Eng- 
land Journal of Medicine determined that 
some types of pill double the risk of heart 
attack and stroke. (Much of this extra risk 
is borne by smokers.) For every 10,000 
pill users, there is approximately one extra 
heart attack and one extra stroke. Com- 
bined with the fact that the pill can cause 
high blood pressure, possibly damaging 
organs; more than double the increase in 
risk of blood clots in veins, called deep 
venous thrombosis; and cause pulmonary 
embolism, which is when blood clots 
break loose from a vein and go into the 
lungs — potentially causing death — tak- 
ing the pill is akin to playing bingo in a 
very large room and waiting for your 
chance to “win” an ailment. 

Taking the pill also frequently results in 
increased headaches and, rarely, in liver 
tumors. 

And the pill isn’t the birth-control 
choice only of women in long-term mo- 
nogamous relationships. A May report re- 
leased by the CDC said that 60 percent of 
teen girls who have sex use the pill. 

Though this is admittedly already a 
horrific list of physical consequences of 
sexual promiscuity — accompanied with 
a tab of many billions of dollars — it is 


U.K. women 18 to 40 regularly practice unsafe sex. “Proper” contraception is ignored because of 
alcohol, forgetfulness, trustfulness, or a dislike of condoms. And older women use condoms less. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


far from an all-encompassing list. It really 
only covers some of the obvious “biggies.” 
It ignores such things as the blisters, le- 
sions, sores, and pain that come with STDs 
and their complications, such as pelvic in- 
flammatory disease. 

Moreover, to fully account for costs of 
the free-sex ethic, we must add emotional 
trauma and its consequences and treatment 
to the list of physical ailments. 


Ouch. Mv Hez 


The emotional trauma that often comes 
with promiscuity includes, but is definitely 
not limited to, the embarrassment of having 
to tell someone with whom you want to be- 
come intimate that you have incurable her- 
pes or HIV, telling your family that you’re 
dying of AIDS, or grieving over the knowl- 
edge that your herpes caused your newborn 
to be blind or brain damaged. 

The online article “Life With Herpes: 
One Woman’s Story” recounts a woman 
named Angela’s experience with contract- 
ing herpes: 


In the summer of 1995, Angela, who 
was 25 at the time, felt like she had 
the flu and found it difficult and pain- 
ful to urinate. She saw a doctor and, 
after being treated with several differ- 
ent medications for a possible blad- 
der infection, felt worse than ever. 
“At the end of the three weeks I was 
miserable, couldn’t walk and the pain 
was beyond description,” she said. 

Angela finally insisted on a vagi- 
nal examination and was diagnosed 
with genital herpes... 

She later realized she had contract- 
ed the virus from a sexual contact two 
weeks earlier. She was angry that 
her partner hadn’t informed her he 
had herpes.... Shocked, terrified and 
alone, she struggled to find support 
and information about her disease. 

Her physician wasn’t helpful. “He 
basically handed me a box of tissues 
and told me my life would never be 
the same and sent me on my way.” ... 

The emotional effects of having 
genital herpes have been as painful 
for Angela as the physical effects. 
“The first year I was ashamed, got 
flare ups all the time and didn’t have 
anybody I trusted to talk to about 
what was happening in my life,” she 
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of child and maternal poverty, 
increased single motherhood, 
more abortions, more unstable 
marriages (once they did get 
married), decreased person- 
al happiness, and increased 
depression. 

Servings of sex came with 
heaping helpings of emotional 


was 37.1 percent. The rate for married 
couples with children was 6.8 percent. 
Being raised in a married family re- 
duced a child’s probability of living in 
poverty by about 82 percent. 


And single motherhood costs this coun- 
try dearly. In terms of dollars, the Heri- 
tage report stated: 


said. Frustrated by the lack of sup- 
port systems where she lived, Angela 
started her own support group... 

The HELP group meets monthly 
and offers a confidential environment 
where people can relate to others ex- 
periencing similar difficulties.... Her- 
pes support groups allow attendees to 
vent their feelings, which can range 
from denial, depression, isolation and 
intense anger. 


The CDC states that “nationwide, 16.2% 
[of], or about one out of six, people aged 
14 to 49 years have genital HSV-2 infec- 


pain, mental pain, and stress. 


Here again, the negative effects snowball. 
It’s clearly evident in a Heritage Founda- 
tion study entitled “Marriage: America’s 
Greatest Weapon Against Child Poverty” 
that over the years as the free-sex ideol- 
ogy has increasingly found acceptance, 
single motherhood has jumped dramati- 
cally — “in 2010 nearly 60 percent of all 
births in the U.S. were to single mothers,” 
while “in 1964, 93 percent of children 
born in the United States were born to 
married parents.” Moreover, as “free sex” 
and single motherhood took hold, poverty 
has prospered. 
As the report says, 


In fiscal year 2011, federal and state 
governments spent over $450 bil- 
lion on means-tested welfare for 
low-income families with children. 
Roughly three-quarters of this wel- 
fare assistance, or $330 billion, went 
to single-parent families. Most non- 
marital births are currently paid for 
by the taxpayers through the Med- 
icaid system, and a wide variety of 
welfare assistance will continue to 
be given to the mother and child for 
nearly two decades after the child is 
born. On average, the means-tested 
welfare costs for single parents with 
children amount to around $30,000 
per household per year. 


tion” — one of two types of genital herpes. 
Women are more apt to catch it than men. 
Insidiously, the disease can move to dif- 
ferent areas of the body: “If a person with 
genital herpes touches their sores or the = 

fluids from the sores, they may transfer 

herpes to another part of the body. This is » 
particularly problematic if it is a sensitive 
location such as the eyes.” 

Then there’s the litany of findings that 
were released in 2003 by the Heritage Foun- 
dation, compiled from the U.S. Department 
of Health and Human Services’ National 
Survey of Family Growth, in which 10,000 
sexually active women between the ages 
of 15 and 44 were interviewed about both 
their sex lives and their lives in general. 

The study, which asked women about 
how early in their lives they initiated 
voluntary sexual encounters, found that 
the younger a girl is when she becomes 
sexually active, the more likely she is to 
give birth out of wedlock. (At the time of 
the study, “nearly 40 percent of girls who 
commence sexual activity at ages 13 or 14 
will give birth outside of marriage [ver- 
sus] ... 9 percent of women who begin 
sexual activity at ages 21 or 22”). Starting 
sex earlier also correlated to higher levels 


And that’s just a part of the “economic 

costs.” There are other heavy costs. 
Studies have shown that 63 percent of 

youth suicides are from fatherless homes, 


According to the U.S. Census, the 
poverty rate for single parents with 
children in the United States in 2009 


What’s that? Scabies, an infection caused by a parasite that burrows under the skin, is one of many 
STDs that youth know little about. Carnegie Mellon University discovered that, except for HIV/AIDS, 
“kids learn about sexually transmitted diseases when they are getting diagnosed with them.” 
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as are 90 percent of all homeless 
and runaway children, 85 per- 
cent of all children that exhibit 
behavioral disorders, 80 percent 
of rapists motivated with dis- 
placed anger, and 85 percent of 
youths in prison. As well, single 
parenting results in a lower like- 
lihood of graduating from high 
school for kids. 

And women, who are already 
more inclined to abuse their 
children than are men, become 
more likely to abuse their chil- 
dren when they have a heavier 
“parenting and housework load.” 
Even when the children of sin- 
gle-mother homes do have a man 
in the picture, it’s not all good. 
According the U.S. Department 
of Health and Human Services’ 
Administration for Children and 
Families, “Unrelated male fig- 
ures and stepfathers in house- 
holds tend to be more abusive 
than biological, married fathers.” 
The report specifically says: 


Children who live in father- 
absent homes often face higher 
risks of physical abuse, sexual 
abuse, and neglect than chil- 
dren who live with their fa- 
thers. A 1997 Federal study indicated 
that the overall rate of child maltreat- 
ment among single-parent families 
was almost double that of the rate 
among two-parent families: 27.4 chil- 
dren per thousand were maltreated in 
single-parent families, compared to 
15.5 per thousand in two-parent fami- 
lies. One national study found that 
7 percent of children who had lived 
with one parent had ever been sexu- 
ally abused, compared to 4 percent of 
children who lived with both biologi- 
cal parents. 


And the wounds from maltreatment run 
deep. Remuda Ranch, which bills itself 
as “the nation’s leading eating disorder 
treatment center,” said that “more than 50 
percent of its patients have experienced 
trauma in their lives. The trauma is usually 
sexual, physical and emotional abuse.” It 
added: “Forty-nine percent of our patients 
have experienced childhood sexual abuse.” 
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To dodge destitution: Single motherhood is a strong determinant 
of the likelihood of living in poverty. And the earlier a female begins 
having sex, the more likely she is to become a single mother. 


Remuda gave a brief explanation of 
how eating disorders may be generated 
from abuse: 


Research has shown that childhood 
sexual abuse increases binge-eating, 
purging, restricting calories, body 
shame and body dissatisfaction. Eat- 
ing disorders become a way of helping 
victims cope with shame. They feel 
they may need to modify their body 
in ways that reduce shame or distress. 
For example, a woman suffering from 
trauma and an eating disorder may 
wish to reduce her breast size in order 
to appear less feminine and therefore, 
less appealing to men because of her 
past history of abuse. 


A girl named Kacy at Pandora’s Project, 
a resource for victims of rape and sexual 


abuse, related the story of her abuse: 


About twice a year my family would 


fly out to where my grand- 
parents lived. Thats how my 
young life started, being vio- 
lently raped and abused over 
and over again [by my grand- 
father]. And thats how the sex- 
ual abuse continued through- 
out my entire childhood. 

When I reached 9th grade, 
I was sent away to an all girls 
boarding school. I had been in 
and out of schools every year 
of high school and when I was 
in 11th grade (in yet again, a 
new school) thats where I met 
perp #2. She was my teacher, 
and I confided in her, the se- 
cret that I had been holding in 
all those years. She responded 
with kindness and compassion. 
But soon after, she went on to 
take advantage of my vulner- 
ability, and continued the hor- 
rid pattern that my life had 
claimed. She would crawl into 
my bed at night and exploit and 
shatter whatever human part of 
me my grandfather had left be- 
hind. She stole any innocence 
that had been forgotten, she 
tore me apart once again — 
leaving me more broken than I 
had ever been. 

The next two years went by, filled 
with numbness and unbearable pain. 
Filled with emotions I had never 
known existed. Filled with an emp- 
tiness that was so hollow, I was a 
walking dead person. The endless 
amount of sleepless nights became 
a ritual in my twisted schedule. The 
daily confusion and absolute loss that 
consumed me is indescribable. This 
torturous hell was my life as I had 
come to know it. 


Porn’s Part 

Sadly, according to Dr. Laura Berman, 
“up to one-third of the sexual abuse in 
this country is committed by minors. (It is 
worth noting that while a small percentage 
of those who are sexually abused become 
abusers, almost all child abusers — adult 
or otherwise — are victims of sexual 
abuse).” And for this, pornography — an- 
other segment of the “sexual freedom” 
mantra — can be partially blamed. 
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An article entitled “Children as Vic- 
tims,” about the effect of porn on chil- 
dren, reported the following statistic: “A 
Los Angeles Police Department study of 
every child molestation case referred to 
them over a ten-year period, found that in 
60% of the cases adult or child pornog- 
raphy was used to lower the inhibitions 
of the children molested and/or to excite 
and sexually arouse the pedophile.” Also, 
“87% of convicted molesters of girls and 
77% of convicted molesters of boys admit 
to using pornography, most often in the 
commission of their crimes.” Let’s not 
forget that, as Massachusetts U.S. Attor- 
ney Carmen Diaz said in an AP article, de- 
mand for child porn — images and videos 
of children being “raped by adults” — is 
increasing rapidly, and increasing num- 
bers of children are abused to satisfy the 
demand: “This demand leads to the abuse 
of children, yet there is this misconception 
that somehow, viewing child pornography 
is a victimless crime.” Diaz prosecuted 
one member of a global child porn ring, a 
ring in which the members had hundreds 
of thousands of images on their computers 
of children being abused. 

Many users of porn would likely dismiss 
its use as innocuous, but the preponderance 
of evidence shows that it has a cost far be- 
yond its huge — but unknowable — dollar 
costs. (The most popular “adult website” on 


Just say “yes”: While on the one hand, schools teach kids to “just say no” when it comes to 


the Web gets “32 million visitors a month, 
or almost 2.5% of all Internet users!” ac- 
cording to a Forbes interview of scientists 
who crunched the numbers.) Not only do 
children act out things they see during porn 
viewing, even committing rape, but, ac- 
cording to psychologist Steve Livingston, 
porn may similarly affect “vulnerable” 
adults by “strengthen[ing] existing violent 
proclivities.” Moreover, he added, experts 
haven’t yet investigated whether there are 
ties between jurors using porn and the like- 
lihood they’ Il convict rapists. 

Additionally, porn has the same addict- 
ing physiological effects as gambling; it 
causes men to desire more and more graph- 
ic sexual imagery to remain stimulated; it 
causes men to objectify women and see 
them merely as sperm receptacles; and it 
causes men and women to have problems 
with emotional intimacy. According to a 
news release entitled “Internet Porn Ru- 
ining Male-Female Relationships, Stud- 
ies Show” for Jim Wysong, the author of 
The Neutering of the American Male, “Ina 
20,000-person study recently conducted by 
TED.com [a website containing “remark- 
able” speeches], porn is the most prevalent- 
ly cited obstacle for romantic relationships 
between men and women in their teens and 
20s. Women say guys are emotionally un- 
available, and men say porn makes them 
less interested in pursuing a relationship.” 
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potentially deadly behavior such as smoking and drinking alcohol, they tell kids to make up their 
own minds about whether to have risky sex or not. For hormone-filled youths, that’s a “yes.” 
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One woman told about her porn experi- 
ence with the man in her life: 


My ex told me that he knew porn was 
an “addiction” for him. He used that 
term, and he said he wanted to stop 
and that because he couldn’t porn had 
“ruined his life.’ He also showed me 
a scar from [performing a sex act] to 
the point of bleeding because he was 
unable to stop. 

He said porn made him want to 
cheat all the time, and made him 
constantly fantasize about “nasty” 
sex with strangers, and young (teen) 
girls.... He would become agitated, ir- 
ritable and mean when he could not 
look at porn because I was home, and 
he would become so angry and abu- 
sive due to frustration that I would un- 
wittingly give him what he wanted by 
leaving. He would also abandon me 
places and run home and get online. 


And porn has other, even more dramatic, 
effects: It causes men both to instigate sex 
that is actually physically painful to the 
woman and to even completely lose the 
ability to have sex with an actual woman. 
Sex, for a heavy porn user, often becomes 
reduced to self-stimulation while watching 
pornographic videos. 

And that’s what some people call sexual 
freedom. 


Sex and Security 

The problems with porn and a lack of 
sexual restraint are societal and, believe it 
or not, actually even have a negative effect 
on U.S. national defense and crime-fight- 
ing. During the Cold War with Russia, it 
was common to hear of diplomats and 
military personnel turning traitor through 
a “honeytrap” — an intelligence opera- 
tive using sex. Even now weak willpower 
and sex could easily lead to secrets being 
leaked. In recent months, nine Secret Ser- 
vice agents responsible for protecting the 
president were forced out of their posi- 
tions after they engaged in liaisons with 
prostitutes while doing advanced work 
for the president’s trip to Colombia; four- 
star general and director of the CIA David 
Petreaus admitted to having an extra- 
marital affair with a woman named Paula 
Broadwell and resigned; presidential can- 
didates Newt Gingrich, John Edwards, 
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Back to work: While Bernie Madoff’s $50 billion Ponzi scheme was draining the savings of Jack and 
Melba Cutter, dozens of members of the Securities and Exchange Commission, supposed to catch 
such fraud, ignored warnings about Madoff and watched porn at work. At 80, Jack is back to work. 


and Herman Cain were involved in trysts 
with women who were not their wives; 
and Bill Clinton had a sexual encoun- 
ter with Monica Lewinsky in the White 
House. Who knows what deals these men 
were willing to make — or did make — to 
protect their prestige and not get exposed 
diddling around. Meanwhile, last July the 
Pentagon’s Missile Defense Agency had to 
warn its staff not to watch porn on U.S. 
government computers. (Gee, I wonder if 
computer viruses embedded in porn vid- 
eos could allow hackers to gain access to 
government computers?) 

Dangers and crimes that threaten U.S. 
citizens have been allowed to slide because 
of sexual obsessions: Dozens of members 
of the Securities and Exchange Commis- 
sion, tasked with monitoring the country’s 
financial system, watched porn at work — 
for up to eight hours a day — instead of re- 
sponding to credible, repeated accusations 
against Bernie Madoff, who was eventually 
caught running a $50 billion Ponzi scheme. 

The list of problems and costs associ- 
ated with the free-sex mantra go on and 
on. Not covered here are its implications 
for abortion, sex trafficking, and drug and 
alcohol use, among others. 

In response to the weighty evidence 
aligned against them, the best libertines 
could do in the way of defense of their 
ideology — the best defense I could find 
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— came from a young woman writing for 
Salon.com in an article entitled “In defense 
of casual sex.” She claims that numerous 
sexual exploits “lead to better adult rela- 
tionships.” She believes that it’s good to 
try “on different men to see how they fit.” 
Women are “romantically vetting — and 
being vetted.... Hopefully, by taking several 
test-drives before buying, we’ll be happier 
with our final investment.” (And as a femi- 
nist she likes “empowerment,” “respect,” 
and “choice” — meaning she wants to do 
what she feels, whenever she feels.) 

Of course, studies don’t back her up 
(and it is possible to vet possible spouses 
without having sex), but there it is. 

U.S. Representative Joe Pitts (R-Pa.) 
makes a good point about the propensity 
of schools — and others — to promote 
sexual freedom: 


How would it look if the federal 
government took the same approach 
to reducing teenage drinking that it 
takes to reducing 
teenage pregnancies? 
... School programs 
would teach teens 
how to drink, but also 
encourage them to 
use good judgment 
through messages 
like: “Wait until you 
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know you are ready before you have 
your first drink.” ... They would be 
told: “The only one who can decide 
when you are ready to drink is you.” 

Knowing what we know about 
teenagers and their ability to assess 
risk and act accordingly, this sort of 
approach sounds ludicrous. Never- 
theless, that’s precisely the approach 
we’ve been taking to sex ed for dec- 
ades.... We do it right in other areas. 
Teens are simply told “no” when it 
comes to other risky activities like 
smoking, drinking, and driving below 
a certain age. 


He added that a government report entitled 
“A Better Approach to Teenage Pregnancy 
Prevention: Sexual Risk Avoidance” gave 
the science fortifying his claims. 

Moreover, it seems as if liberals sub- 
consciously acknowledge the damage 
that’s done by their teachings, even as they 
promulgate their views: In so-called sex- 
ed classes, students learn little about STDs 
(except perhaps HIV/AIDS), according to 
a study reported on by ScienceDaily, even 
though additional details go a long way 
toward keeping youth abstinent. 

In a sense liberals are correct: Sex is 
just another physical activity that people 
do — such as eating, sleeping, and exer- 
cising — but it is also much more than 
that. It changes behavior, moods, attitudes, 
views of self-worth, moral constraints, and 
more, and so-called free sex is nowhere 
near being “free.” It imposes heavy costs 
on both individuals and society, and the 
chance that anyone who participates in the 
free-sex lifestyle — or their children — 
will remain unscathed is low. 

Since this information is not hard to 
find, any individual or organization that 
takes a public position pushing a free- 
sex ideology goes far beyond the point 
of being simply ignorant to being brain- 
washed, stupid, depraved, or in serious de- 
nial. Where do you stand on the issue? 
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ROOTING OUT 


Under the Obama administration, while it is still acceptable to go to church and profess 
to be Christian, it is definitely not OK to live your faith in any public venue. 


Hobby Lobby, one of the nation’s largest arts and crafts retailers, is one of several for-profit companies suing the U.S. Department of Health and 
Human Services over the HHS “contraceptive mandate.” 


by Jack Kenny 


hen David Green started his 

family-owned business 40 

years ago, it was an enterprise 
housed in a garage, financed by a $600 
bank loan. The first retail store, he recalled 
in a recent article for USA Today, “wasn’t 
much bigger than most people’s living 
rooms, but we had faith that we would 
succeed if we lived and worked accord- 
ing to God’s word.” Forty years later, it 
appears that the faith and the work have 
been abundantly rewarded. The company, 
Hobby Lobby, is now one of the nation’s 
largest arts and crafts retailers, with more 
than 500 stores in 41 states. 

But the faith of Green and his family 
stands to be penalized, not rewarded, by 
the U.S. Department of Health and Human 
Services mandate that requires coverage 
of contraception, sterilization, and abor- 
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tion-inducing drugs, with no deductibles 
or co-pay, in the health insurance employ- 
ers provide for their workers. Green, a de- 
vout Baptist, says his Christian faith and 
conscience will not permit him to comply 
with that mandate, issued in pursuance of 
the 2010 Patient Protection and Affordable 
Care Act (ObamaCare). 

“Being Christians, we don’t pay for 
drugs that might cause abortions,” Green 
wrote. “Which means that we don’t cover 
emergency contraception, the morning- 
after pill or the week-after pill. We believe 
doing so might end a life after the moment 
of conception, something that is contrary 
to our most important beliefs. It goes 
against the biblical principles on which 
we have run this company since day one.” 

Since the penalty for noncompliance is 
$100 per employee per day, Green, with 
thousands of employees nationwide, says 
the cost to him would be an estimated $1.3 


million a day, forcing the company in short 
order to close its doors and go out of busi- 
ness. Like the U.S. Conference of Catholic 
Bishops and an array of religiously affili- 
ated schools, hospitals, and other non- 
profits, Hobby Lobby in September filed 
suit in U.S. District Court to overturn the 
HHS mandate. That, in turn, has inspired 
a backlash against the company by those 
who believe employees have a right to 
have their sex lives subsidized. A “Boy- 
cott Hobby Lobby” page soon appeared 
on Facebook, and the page administrator 
claimed it was having the desired effect. 

“lve been to two Hobby Lobby 
parking lots today and they were fairly 
empty,” read one posting. “J used to have 
trouble finding a parking spot! I think the 
boycott is catching on!” If so, then the 
Green family is already paying a price for 
adhering to the principles of their conser- 
vative Christian faith. 
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The penalty will be more severe, even 
fatal, to the company if and when the fines 
are levied. “They’re being told they have 
two choices,” attorney Lori Windham of 
the Beckett Fund for Religious Liberty 
told Fox News in September, “Either fol- 
low their faith and pay the government 
half a billion dollars or give up their be- 
liefs.” That is “a choice no one should have 
to make,” said Windham, representing the 
company in its lawsuit. 

In November, U.S. District Court Judge 
Joe Heaton rejected Hobby Lobby’s peti- 
tion for an injunction against enforcement 
of the mandate, citing a lack of legal prec- 
edent to establish that secular for-profit 
companies “have a constitutional right 
to the free exercise of religion.” An attor- 
ney for the company said it would appeal 
the decision. Three other companies with 
similar petitions — Hercules Industries 
of Denver, Colorado; Weizgartz Supply 
Company of Cedar Springs, Michigan; 
and Tyndale House Publishers of Carol 
Stream, Illinois — have won preliminary 
injunctions to halt enforcement in a con- 
troversy that will likely go all the way to 
the Supreme Court. 

While Roman Catholic bishops and 
various Catholic institutions have been 
in the forefront of the legal and public- 
relations battle against the mandate, the 
Hobby Lobby suit is a reminder that the 
issue is not exclusively a Catholic contro- 
versy. The company’s CEO is one Baptist 
businessman who is unwilling to have the 
limits of his Christian faith defined for 
him by the federal government. 

“Our government threatens to fine job 
creators in a bad economy,” he wrote. 
“Our government threatens to fine a com- 
pany that’s raised wages four years run- 
ning. Our government threatens to fine a 
family for running its business according 
to its beliefs. It’s not right.” 

Catholic institutions face the same di- 


20 


lemma if forced to pay heavy 
fines for refusing to provide 
insurance coverage for prac- 
tices the Catholic Church 
teaches as doctrine are im- 
moral and sinful acts. Cath- 
olic schools and hospitals 
could be fined out of busi- 
ness for noncompliance with 
the mandate, the bishops 
have warned, thereby adding 
to the social burden of providing educa- 
tion and healthcare for all. Yet the Obama 
administration tried to appease the reli- 
gious leaders by postponing the effective 
date of the mandate by one year, making 
it binding on August 1, 2013. Since Catho- 
lic moral teaching has been consistent over 
millenia, a government-bestowed year of 
“grace” is not likely to change the terms 
or the seriousness of the conflict. 

“In effect, the President is saying we 
have a year to figure out how to violate 
our consciences,” said Cardinal Timothy 
Dolan of the archdiocese of New York, 
who is president of the U.S. Confer- 
ence of Catholic bishops. Nor does the 
“compromise” President Obama later an- 
nounced alter the moral dilemma faced by 
employers with moral objections to the 
mandate. The insurance companies, the 


Cardinal Timothy Dolan, president 
of the U.S. Conference of Catholic 
Bishops, said President Obama has 
in effect given religious institutions 
objecting to the HHS mandate “a 
year to figure out how to violate our 
consciences.” 
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president said, rather than the employ- 
ers would absorb the cost of coverage for 
the contraceptive services. But either that 
cost would be reflected in higher premi- 
ums for the health insurance, or the insur- 
ance companies would be calculating that 
it would be cheaper to pay for the contra- 
ception than to provide coverage for ad- 
ditional children. Either way, employers 
would still be in the position of providing 
the insurance policies that subsidize prac- 
tices many of them believe immoral. And 
the distinction would be moot for those 
institutions that self-insure. 

Houses of worship are exempt from 
the mandate, as are religious institutions 
that have the “inculcation of religious 
values” as their purpose and that employ 
and serve primarily those who share the 
tenets of the same religious faith. That 
would exclude from the exemption many 
religiously affiliated hospitals, schools, 
and charitable organizations that employ 
and serve people of different faiths or 
no faith. The Union of Orthodox Jewish 
Congregations of America took excep- 
tion to Obama administration’s attempt 
to define what organizations are truly 
“religious” in nature and deserving of 
First Amendment protection of religious 
liberty: 
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Healthcare workers, already in short supply, may become fewer in number if religious-affiliated 
hospitals are forced to close for non-compliance with the HHS mandate. 


Most troubling is the Administra- 
tion’s underlying rationale for its 
decision, which appears to be a view 
that if a religious entity is not insular, 
but engaged with broader society, it 
loses its “religious” character and 
liberties. Many faiths firmly believe 
in being open to and engaged with 
broader society and fellow citizens 
of other faiths. The Administration’s 
ruling makes the price of such an 
outward approach the violation of an 
organization’s religious principles. 
This is deeply disappointing. 


As Cardinal Francis George of the Catho- 
lic Diocese of Chicago has observed, the 
narrow zone of religious liberty envisioned 
by the Obama administration — what the 
president has called “the freedom of wor- 
ship” — has an all-too-familiar look about 
it. Said the cardinal: 


Liberty of religion is more than free- 
dom of worship. Freedom of worship 
was guaranteed in the Constitution of 
the former Soviet Union. You could 
go to church if you could find one. 
The church, however, could do noth- 
ing except conduct religious rites in 
places of worship — no schools, no 
religious publications, health care in- 
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stitutions, organized charity, ministry 
for justice, and the works of mercy 
that flow naturally from a living faith. 
All of these were co-opted by the 
government. We fought a long, cold 
war to defeat that vision of society. 


Since it was announced in January 2012, 
the contraceptive/abortion/sterilization 
mandate has gotten most of the attention in 
what opponents of the rule have called the 
“war on religious liberty.” But as authors 
Phyllis Schlafly and George Neumayr 
have chronicled in their recently published 
No Higher Power: Obama’s War on Reli- 
gious Freedom, the White House war on 
both life and liberty began the day Obama 
entered the Oval Office. 

One of the new president’s first ex- 
ecutive orders following his inauguration 
on January 20, 2009 was a repeal of the 
“Mexico City” policy that forbade the 
disbursement of U.S. taxpayer dollars to 
any organization in another country that 
performs abortions. The idea of requiring 
taxpayers, many of whom believe abor- 
tion to be a grave moral evil, to subsidize 
the practice not only violates the con- 
science of abortion foes, but also makes a 
mockery of the argument that abortion is 
strictly a matter of personal “choice.” The 
Obama policy expands “a woman’s right 


to choose” to include a “right” to have that 
choice paid for with other people’s money. 

The following month, Obama an- 
nounced plans to eliminate the “con- 
science” exemption that allowed pro-life 
nurses and doctors working in hospi- 
tals that receive federal funds to refrain 
from participating in abortions or other 
“procedures” they consider immoral. 
R. Albert Mohler, Jr., president of the 
Southern Baptist Theological Seminary, 
protested that “the Obama administration 
is now ready to use the coercive power 
of the state to force medical personnel to 
perform acts they consider to be morally 
wrong and unhealthy for their patients.” 
The seminary president called it “a tyran- 
nical trampling of individual conscience 
by the power of the state.” 

The Christian Medical Association, 
an organization of evangelical medical 
personnel, and the Catholic Medical As- 
sociation protested the decision in a let- 
ter sent to Health and Human Services 
Secretary Kathleen Sebelius. Without 
the conscience protection, they warned, 
the cost and availability of healthcare for 
hundreds of thousands of patients would 
be threatened by a reduction of personnel 
and facilities needed to provide medical 
services. 

“Each year, one in six patients is cared 
for in a Catholic hospital,” the letter stated. 
“Tt is well known that these hospitals will 
not perform abortions. Without conscience 
protections, these institutions, which pro- 
vide services to millions of patients, may 
shut down rather than be forced to perform 
surgical or medical abortions.” The letter 
also cited a 2009 poll sponsored by the 
Christian Medical Association showing 
that 20 percent of medical students said 
they were “not pursuing a career in Obstet- 
rics or Gynecology” because of what they 
saw as government coercion to engage in 
morally objectionable practices. “This is a 
serious problem,” the letter said. 

Apparently, opposition to abortion is 
considered an extremist and dangerous 
position by the Obama administration. 
In April 2009, Department of Homeland 
Security Secretary Janet Napolitano pub- 
lished a report on “right wing extremism.” 
Interestingly, it warned not only against 
“hate-oriented” groups likely to target ra- 
cial or ethnic minorities, but also “those 
that are mainly anti-government, rejecting 
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federal authority in favor of state or local 
authority, or rejecting government author- 
ity entirely.’ Ominously, the report also 
warned of “groups and individuals dedi- 
cated to a single issue, such as opposition 
to abortion or immigration.” 

Since many, even most, abortion op- 
ponents are people with strong religious 
convictions, the report might be taken as 
another sign of anti-religious bias in the 
Obama administration, or at least in its 
Department of Homeland Security. On the 
other hand, it must be conceded that many 
“pro-choice” officials and voters also pro- 
fess allegiance to various Christian and 
Jewish faiths, which, in their minds at 
least, allow for the killing of the “unwant- 
ed” as a matter of personal choice. HHS 
Secretary Sebelius, for example, claims to 
be a Catholic who, as governor of Kan- 
sas, vetoed any pro-life legislation that 
reached her desk and welcomed to a re- 
ception at the governor’s mansion notori- 
ous late-term abortionists George Tiller of 
Kansas and LeRoy Carhart of Nebraska, 
the litigant who succeeded in overturning 
Nebraska’s ban on partial-birth abortions 
in what became the Supreme Court case 
Stenberg v. Carhart. 

The choice of Sebelius for HHS Sec- 
retary was an indication that formal reli- 
gious affiliation is not a barrier to service 
in the Obama administration, so long as 
such ties do not stand in the way of a mili- 
tantly secularist, anti-life agenda. 

It is also an unabashedly pro-homosexu- 
al agenda. Long before Obama announced 
in May 2012 that he believes same-sex 
couples should be permitted to marry, the 
directions, executive orders, and policies 
of his administration were already pointed 
in that direction. He instructed the Justice 
Department not to defend the Defense of 
Marriage Act against constitutional chal- 
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lenges. DOMA, passed by Congress and 
signed by President Clinton in 1996, es- 
tablished man-woman marriage as the 
only kind recognized in federal law. Yet 
in July 2009, Obama, in apparent defiance 
of the law, extended federal benefits to 
same-sex partners of government employ- 
ees. In October of that year, he signed a 
defense authorization bill that included a 
“hate crimes” provision that gay activists 
had sought as a means of silencing speech 
against homosexuality. 

“If we pass this conference report, 
opinions will become crimes,” Sen. Jim 
DeMint (R-S.C.) warned when the bill 
was before Congress. “What is to stop us 
from following the lead of the European 
countries and American college campus- 
es where certain speech is 
criminalized? Can priests, 
pastors and rabbis be sure 
their preaching will not be 
prosecuted if it says certain 
things are right and wrong?” 

The fact that the “hate 
crimes” provision was in- 
cluded in the measure that 
passed Congress suggests 
that much of official Wash- 
ington does not share De- 
Mint’s concern about pro- 


tecting the freedom of speech, including 
religious speech. Indeed, in February 
2012, the Army directed Catholic chap- 
lains not to read from the pulpit a letter 
opposing the HHS contraceptive/steriliza- 
tion/abortifacient mandate, a letter that 
Archbishop Timothy Broglio, head of the 
Catholic military services archdiocese, 
had asked the chaplains to read. The di- 
rective was later rescinded. 

The Obama administration has made 
the promotion of “gay rights” a corner- 
stone of its foreign as well as domestic 
policy. Secretary of State Hillary Clinton 
has undertaken the task of promoting that 
agenda worldwide, including in religious 
countries where the practice of homosexu- 
ality is regarded as a serious sin. “Lesbian, 
Gay, Bisexual and Transgender rights” 
are, said Clinton, “a priority of our for- 
eign policy.” That at least ensured that the 
administration’s offenses against people 
of faith would not be limited to trespass 
upon the principles of American Catho- 
lics, Evangelicals, and Orthodox Jews. In 
Kenya, land of the president’s ancestry, 
the Council of Imams and Preachers re- 
acted with indignation to Obama’s public 
endorsement last spring of same-sex mar- 
riage. As Schlafly and Neumayr reported, 
the council’s organizing secretary, Sheikh 
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Mohammed Khalifa, charged Obama with 
usurping the role of God by attempting to 
legalize what God has forbidden. “Simply 
because he has risen to be the President of 


a superpower does not mean he can now 
start acting as God,” the sheikh said. “He 
is nothing in the eyes of God and his plans 
will not succeed just like those who pre- 
ceded him in such plans.” 

The Obama Justice Department inter- 
vened in a church-state controversy in 
which the Equal Employment Opportu- 
nity Commission tried to sue a Lutheran 
church and school over the firing of one 
of its lay ministers. The Department of 
Justice lawyers claimed the long-standing 
“ministerial exception” to government 
employment regulations did not apply. 
The U.S. Supreme Court upheld the ex- 
ception in a 9-0 ruling against the govern- 
ment in Hosanna-Tabor Evangelical Lu- 
theran Church and School v. EEOC. 

In May 2009, President Obama pro- 
posed a phasing out of the District of 
Columbia’s voucher program that offered 
parents living in the nation’s capital an 
alternative to the D.C. public-school sys- 
tem. Most of the parents enrolled in the 
program sent their children to Catholic 
schools, a practice that stood in contradic- 
tion to the administration’s goal of educat- 
ing the world on the blessings of a moral 
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“diversity” that looks with favor on the 
sexual mores of the lesbian, gay, bisexual, 
and transgender “community.” At the same 
time, the administration increased funding 
for “comprehensive sex education” in the 
public schools. 

At least two of the administration’s 
anti-religion decrees were overturned, 
thanks to protests against them. The De- 
partment of Veterans Affairs’ ban on the 
mention of Jesus Christ during burial cer- 
emonies at Houston National Cemetery 
was dropped when demonstrators turned 
out in support of a lawsuit against it. Rep. 
Steven King (R-Iowa) drew attention on 
the House floor in 2011 to a revision to 
Army guidelines on visits to Walter Reed 
Medical Center in Washington, D.C. 
The new policy prohibited visitors from 
bringing Bibles and other religious mate- 
rials with them. 

“That means you can’t bring in a Bible 
and read from it when you visit your son 
or daughter, perhaps — or your wife or 
husband,” King protested. “It means that 
a priest that might be coming in to visit 
someone on their deathbed couldn’t bring 
in the Eucharist, couldn’t offer Last Rites. 
This is the most outrageous affront.” The 
new rule was quickly dropped after King 
called attention to it, but the congressman 
was incensed that a ban on bringing reli- 


Mention of Jesus Christ during burial ceremonies at Sam Houston National Cemetery was banned, 
but the directive was rescinded after demonstrators turned out in support of a lawsuit against it. 
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gious materials to active military person- 
nel and veterans hospitalized there had 
even been contemplated. 

“The very existence of this, whether it’s 
enforced or not, tells you what kind of a 
mindset there is there,” King said. 

Yet the secularist jihad continued. The 
Air Force dropped a course on the Just 
War theory after an organization called the 
Military Religious Freedom Foundation 
objected to its reliance on religious author- 
ities like Abraham, John the Baptist, and 
Saint Augustine. The same organization 
succeeded in getting the Air Force to end 
its support of Operation Christmas Child, a 
worldwide program of gift giving to needy 
children. The objection was based on the 
fact that the program was run by an organi- 
zation led by evangelist Franklin Graham, 
son of the famous preacher Billy Graham, 
and because an evangelical Christian mes- 
sage was included in each package. 

“It’s so outrageous,” Jordan Sekulow, 
an attorney with the American Center for 
Law and Justice, told Fox News. “It’s not 
about the First Amendment. It’s about a 
real hatred of religious people and people 
of faith that they would go so far as to 
stop an assistance program like Operation 
Christmas Child.” 

In his first year in office, President 
Obama dropped his predecessor’s practice 
of holding an event at the White House to 
commemorate the annual National Day of 
Prayer. James Dobson, host of the Chris- 
tian broadcast Focus on the Family, com- 
mented on what is considered worthy of 
honor and recognition at the nation’s ex- 
ecutive mansion: “When the professional 
baseball team wins the World Series, or 
when the Super Bowl is played, or when 
college teams win the national champion- 
ship, they are invited to the White House 
to celebrate. That’s important, apparently, 
but celebrating prayer, which is our na- 
tional heritage, is ignored.” 

But if, in fact, the administration were 
merely ignoring our nation’s religious 
heritage, that would be an improvement 
over its policy of militating against it and 
attempting to coerce people of faith to vio- 
late their moral conscience and the teach- 
ing of their religious traditions. It is clear 
the Obama administration will go to great 
lengths to undermine and attack religious 
liberty. It remains to be seen how zealous 
the American people are to defend it. Ml 
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The Real Green 


in Fedgovs “Green Energy” 


“Green energy” companies supported by Obama have 
primarily helped create jobs for elected officials and 
lobbyists in Washington, and profits for Wall Street. 
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Household name, national problem: Solar-pane! manufacturer Solyndra’s bankruptcy threatened 
to derail Obama’s reelection bid, but apparently voters wrongly thought it was an isolated case. 


by Thomas R. Eddlem 


epublican presidential nominee 
R Mitt Romney quipped during the 

first presidential debate on Octo- 
ber 3 of President Obama’s much-touted 
$90 billion in “green jobs” subsidies: “T 
had a friend who said: you don’t just pick 
the winners and losers, you pick the los- 
ers.” Romney noted that many of the solar 
and renewable energy firms given big 
bucks by the Obama administration went 
bankrupt despite millions — or even bil- 
lions — in federal loans, loan guarantees, 
or cash grants. 

After the debate, establishment press 
organs charged to the defense of Obama’s 
Energy Department, claiming only a hand- 
ful of firms funded by the government 
went bankrupt. CNN claimed it could only 
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find five “green energy” subsidies where 
the recipient of federal largess went bank- 
rupt. But the reality is that “green energy” 
subsidies not only have failed in almost 
every sense of the word, but have fueled 
corruption. 

President Obama sold the nation on 
his $800 billion “stimulus” bill, the 2009 
American Recovery and Reinvestment 
Act, with the claim it would create or save 
some three million jobs. Nearly four years 
later, the best that the Obama administra- 
tion’s Recovery.gov website can boast 
is a mere 135,000 jobs created from the 
“stimulus” bill — costing more than $5 
million per job. In at least 19 instances, 
firms that promised creation of “green 
jobs” went bankrupt. Dozens of others cut 
back on jobs after receiving huge federal 
taxpayer subsidies — rather than increas- 


ing employment. Together, these troubled 
“green” companies account for nearly $6.4 
billion in taxpayer subsidies on the line. 

Yet the Obama administration touted 
the “stimulus” bill as a success. And in one 
sense, it was a huge success: The stimulus 
gave a huge injection of cash into private 
alternative energy companies, which in turn 
donated to liberal political causes — includ- 
ing Obama’s reelection effort — “green 
recycling,” Washington-style. Though not 
always an explicitly tit-for-tat deal for belt- 
way liberals, the green recycling machine 
definitely improved liberal Democrats’ 
electoral funds by the millions — and their 
chances in the last election. And the green- 
energy taxpayer subsidies allowed billion- 
aire Wall Street investment banks and trust- 
fund liberals to gamble with the tax dollars 
of cab drivers, waitresses, and other poor 
and middle-class Americans. 


Solyndra 

One of the best examples of this green re- 
cycling of taxpayer dollars is solar-panel 
manufacturer Solyndra, which received 
a $535 million taxpayer loan guarantee, 
approved by the Obama administration, 
in September 2009. Solyndra filed for 
bankruptcy August 31, 2011, when it laid 
off all 1,100 of its employees. In fairness, 
Solyndra had originally applied for its 
loan under a 2005 Bush administration- 
era law that allowed for energy subsidies, 
not through the Obama “stimulus.” 

But a subsequent investigation by Con- 
gress’ House Energy and Commerce Com- 
mittee found that the Obama administration 
had rushed approval of the half-billion-dol- 
lar loan despite warnings from Steve Isa- 
kowitz, then-chief financial officer of the 
U.S. Department of Energy (DOE), that 
Solyndra’s technology and business plan 
was “not ready for primetime.” The U.S. 
House Energy and Commerce Committee 
eventually concluded that federal assis- 
tance continued to flow to Solyndra even 
after the firm ran into financial trouble: 
“DOE violated the plain language of the 
law when it restructured the terms of the 
loan guarantee and subordinated the tax- 
payers’ interest to the interests of two pri- 
vate equity investors.” The committee con- 
cluded — using plain language — that the 
evidence “conclusively shows that DOE 
pushed forward with the guarantee despite 
these warnings because of the Obama Ad- 
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ministration’s desire to use the Solyndra 
guarantee to highlight its stimulus.” 

Those two private-equity investors were 
the elite Wall Street investment bank Gold- 
man Sachs and George Kaiser. Goldman 
Sachs raised much of the matching capital 
needed for government loan approval from 
the private sector, and the firm’s executives 
had been Obama’s largest campaign con- 
tributors in 2008, giving more than $1 mil- 
lion to Obama’s election effort in 2008 and 
nearly $185,000 again in 2012. 

Goldman Sachs brought George Kai- 
ser into Solyndra, whose George Kaiser 
Family Foundation became the largest 
shareholder in Solyndra. Kaiser had been 
a bundler and fundraiser for Obama’s 
2008 presidential campaign. According 
to the online Daily Caller, “Tulsa billion- 
aire George Kaiser, a key Obama backer 
who raised between $50,000 and $100,000 
for the president’s election campaign, is 
one of Solyndra’s primary investors. Kai- 
ser himself donated $53,500 to Obama’s 
2008 election campaign, split between the 
DSCC and Obama For America.” 

Solyndra has become the political hob- 
goblin trotted out by the Republican Party, 
while liberal Democrats have loudly pro- 
tested that it was an isolated case in a sea 
of alternative-subsidy successes. Never 
minding which side is correct for the mo- 
ment, the Solyndra case provides a free- 
market narrative that brings up the key 
question: Why do billionaires like George 
Kaiser and Wall Street investment bank 
Goldman Sachs need taxpayer dollars to 
back risky investments? 

Despite Democratic protestations, 
Solyndra has become a political allego- 
ry not because it was an exception, but 
because it has proven to be the rule in 
Washington. To find the truth, popular 
wisdom counsels, “follow the money.” 
And following the money reliably finds a 
circular flow of donations from corporate 
captains in politically favored and feder- 
ally subsidized industries into the same 


Nearly four years later, the best that the 
Obama administration’s Recovery.gov 


website can boast is a mere 135,000 
jobs created from the “stimulus” bill — 
costing more than $5 million per job. 
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In the driver’s seat: Elon Musk (right), the founder of Tesla Motors — an electric car company — 
was one of many Obama donors and cronies who were subsequently larded with government cash. 


campaign coffers of the leftist politicians 
who championed the taxpayer subsidies. 


Abound Solar 

Abound Solar received a $400 million 
direct federal loan in 2010, but filed for 
bankruptcy in 2012 despite the subsidy. 
Like Solyndra, Abound Solar manufac- 
tured solar cells and enjoyed strong liberal 
Democratic support — support that was 
evidently reciprocated. 

Though top officials in the company be- 
came liberal donors in 2012, such as Project 
Manager Daniel Shaner, who gave $500 to 
Barack Obama’s reelection committee, and 
Vice President Erik Mikysa, who gave $250 
to MoveOn.org, clearly, the White House 
did not pick Abound Solar as a target for 
$400 million federal dollars for its cam- 
paign contributions from corporate leaders 
alone. So where’s the reciprocity? 

A number of dynamics may have been 
running through this green-energy subsi- 
dy. One of those dynamics may have been 
to reward past political contributors and 
frequent White House guests. Investors in 
Abound Solar have funneled millions to 
the White House and liberal causes. Bil- 
lionaire heiress Patricia Stryker invested in 
Abound Solar. Likely not coincidentally, 
she also bundled $87,500 for 
President Obama’s inaugural 
committee. Stryker has long 
been a prolific funder of all 
causes of the political Left, 
including making a donation 
of $500,000 to the left-wing 
Coalition for Progress in 
2006. Over the years, Stryker 


(estimated worth $1.5 billion) has donat- 
ed millions of dollars to left-wing causes. 
She was also on the roster of visitors to 
the White House three times, including at 
the same time that Abound Solar’s $400 
million federal loan was approved by the 
Department of Energy. Abound Solar also 
spent $80,000 in 2012 on Faegre BD Con- 
sulting to serve as a lobbyist in Washing- 
ton, D.C., to keep the gravy train coming, 
though too late to forestall a bankruptcy 
filing and massive employee layoff. 

Congress has subsequently opened up 
an investigation of Abound Solar, as DOE 
staff e-mails have emerged talking about 
“transaction pressure” from the Obama 
White House. 


The Trough Is Full 

Solyndra and Abound Solar are far from 
the only companies where campaign con- 
tributions from failed green companies 
and government subsidies went hand in 
hand. And Washington’s green recycling 
program has dispensed billions throughout 
the entire industry: 

A123 Systems ($279 million): A123 
Systems officials contributed a total of 
$7,300 to liberal Democratic congression- 
al campaigns while receiving $279 mil- 
lion in federal assistance. Ironically, the 
government made a nearly million-dollar 
payment on the same day the company de- 
clared bankruptcy in 2012. A123 President 
and CEO David Vieau gave $2,500 each 
to Democratic Congressman Ed Markey 
and the Democratic Senatorial Campaign 
Committee (in addition to $1,000 to Dem- 
ocratic Senator Mary Landreau). Probably 
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more important to the political fortunes of 
A123, however, was its relationship with 
the lobbying firm Skadden Arps, which 
A123 paid $970,000 in lobbying fees 
from 2007 to 2009 to secure government 
backing, according to opensecrets.org. 
Skadden Arps employees, in turn, served 
as fundraising bundlers for Obama’s 2008 
election. Though information provided by 
the Obama campaign is imprecise — and 
given in ranges of amounts — the contri- 
butions raised by Skadden Arps employees 
were between $550,000 and $1,300,000, 
according to opensecrets.org. 

Tesla Motors ($465 million): Tesla Mo- 
tors founder and South African native Elon 
Musk was a maximum individual donor to 
Barack Obama’s reelection campaign, giv- 
ing him $5,000, including $2,500 each in 
the primary and general election. Again this 
is hardly good reason for the administration 
to throw wads of money at a company, but 
as is said, there is more than one way to 
skin a cat — or pay off a politician. Variety 
magazine, which follows the happenings 
of the Hollywood glitterati, said in an ar- 
ticle entitled “Obama looks to Hollywood’s 
deep pockets” that after Obama went to a 
fundraising dinner on the Sony Picture 
Entertainment lot, which charged attend- 
ees $38,500 per person, he was going to 
a second fundraising dinner with “moguls 
and major L.A. figures” — and among the 
expected guests was Elon Musk. 

But Musk didn’t limit himself to greas- 
ing Democratic palms. When one is buying 
political access to loans, bipartisanship is 
important, so Musk also was a maximum 
donor to Republican Congressman Dana 
Rohrabacher of California and Florida 
Republican Senator Marco Rubio. Forget 
that the Republicans he funded have wildly 
different political agendas from liberals he 
supported, such as Obama, Congressman 
Chaka Fattah (D-Pa.), and Senator Maria 
Cantwell (D-Wash.), each of whom also 
received thousands in political donations 
from Musk. For businessmen like Musk, it’s 
a question of donating thousands of dollars 
to get millions in federal tax dollars. Tesla 
received a taxpayer-subsidized loan of $465 
million in 2009, yet the company continued 
to post losses of $100 million per quarter 
through the third quarter of 2012. 

And the story doesn’t end there. Nich- 
olas Pritzker, who is part of the wealthy 
Pritzker family and is an investor in Tesla, 
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is a direct relative of Penny Pritzker, one 
of Obama’s biggest bundlers, according to 
the New York Times. 

SunPower ($1.2 billion): SunPower has 
endured layoffs and a stock price that fell 
from $130 in 2008 to $4 today despite a 
total of $1.2 billion in total federal sub- 
sidies. But on the real returns, campaign 
contributions, SunPower returned more 
than $60,000 to left-wing politicians, in- 
cluding $10,600 to Barack Obama and 
$6,000 to Dianne Feinstein. They also 
gave some $7,500 to California Republi- 
can Congressman Kevin McCarthy. CEO 
Richard Swanson gave a $2,500 donation 
to Obama’s campaign. 

First Solar ($1.46 billion): First Solar 
reported lower earnings expectations, and 
Bloomberg BusinessWeek reported on No- 
vember 2, “First Solar stock lost $2.26, 
or 9 percent, to $22.49 in afternoon trad- 
ing. Based on Thursday’s closing price, 
the shares have lost more than 50 percent 
of their value over the last year.” But that 
hasn’t stopped the floodgates of political 
donations from opening. “In California, the 
company gave $150,000 to campaigns last 


year,’ the San Francisco Chronicle reported 
in 2011, and gave another $30,800 in 2012 
according to BuyBack YourVote.com. 

BrightSource ($1.6 billion): Bright- 
Source has taken in astronomical sums 
of federal aid. And its officials gave thou- 
sands of dollars to the Obama and Wash- 
ington Democrat Senator Maria Cantwell 
reelection campaigns. It recently raised 
some extra capital (with the help of Gold- 
man Sachs and other elite Wall Street in- 
vestment bankers), but has been behind on 
several projects, prompting Google to pull 
its investments out. 

BrightSource employees donated $8,150 
in campaign contributions, almost exclu- 
sively to liberal Democrats, such as Sena- 
tor Maria Cantwell (D-Wash.) and Barack 
Obama. And here, too, the machinations go 
deeper. An article by the Heritage Founda- 
tion entitled “Brightsource DOE Funding 
Exposes Obama Cronyism” makes evident 
through uncovered e-mails the close com- 
munication between the Obama adminis- 
tration and green-energy recipients: 


A month before the BrightSource 


Donors expect to be heeded: After being the predominant fundraiser for Obama since his Senate 


run, billionaire Penny Pritzker made headlines when she distanced herself for a time from Obama 
and Democrats, apparently because her wishes were not acted on enough. 
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In at least 19 instances, firms that 
promised creation of “green jobs” 


went bankrupt. Dozens of others cut 


back on jobs after receiving huge 


federal taxpayer subsidies — rather 


than increasing employment. 


loan came through, [an] ... email 
exchange occurred between then- 
BrightSource Chairman John Bryson 
(who was nominated by President 
Obama to serve as Commerce Secre- 
tary in May 2011 and was confirmed 
to the post last October) and Jona- 
than Silver, who was in charge of the 
DOE loan program. The email was 
addressed to then-White House Chief 
of Staff Bill Daley but was never sent 
to him, over concerns that it might 
not be appropriate. 

“The White House needs to 
focus on finalizing the loan guar- 
antee for what would be the larg- 
est solar thermal project in the 
world,’ Bryson wrote in the draft. 

“We need a commitment from 
the [White House] to quarterback 
loan closure between [the Office 
of Management and Budget] and 
DOE by March 18 to avoid hav- 
ing our project jeopardized by 
larger budget politics.” 

Even before these emails appeared, 
BrightSource became known as heav- 
ily politically connected. In his new 
book, Throw Them All Out, Peter 
Schweizer reported that Sanjay Wagle, 
a major player in BrightSource’s larg- 
est shareholder, Vantage Point, and 
an Obama fundraiser, “was installed 
at the Department of Energy (DOE), 
advising on energy grants.” 


Amonix ($5.9 million): Amonix PAC gave 
$7,100 to California and Nevada Demo- 
crats, including $1,000 to Dianne Fein- 
stein and $5,645 in total donations to lib- 
eral Democrats after receiving $5.9 million 
in federal assistance. Moreover, Townhall. 
com reported in an article entitled “Another 
Obama Bundler Boondoggle Goes Broke”: 


The man behind the company, Steve 
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Westly, has received over $500 
million in taxpayer-funded 
grants, loans and cash for a vari- 
ety of companies ... after raising 
$86,000 for Obama as a bundler in 
2008, according to the campaign 
cash website opensecrets.org. 

So far this election cycle, 
Westly has donated $101,000 
to various Democrat candidates 
and groups, according to data 
compiled by opensecrets, including 
$60,000 to DNC Service Corp, also 
known by the less creepy name of the 
Democrat National Committee. 


And It Goes On 

The figure of $6.4 billion in taxpayer as- 
sets at risk for bankrupt or troubled green 
industries doesn’t count Solar Trust of 
America, which won a $2.1 billion loan 
guarantee from the federal government’s 
Department of Energy. Solar Trust of 
America turned the loan guarantee down 
before it eventually filed for Chapter 11 
bankruptcy in April 2012. 

And that’s not the end of the ways in 
which the you-scratch-my-back-and-I’Il- 
scratch-yours game is played. If congress- 
men get on board with green-energy regu- 
lations like those advocated by Obama, a 
cushy high-paying job is almost sure to be 
waiting in private industry after a politi- 
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cal career — if the politicians or federal 
regulators give Obama and his corporate 
cronies what they desired. 

This was recently exemplified by Con- 
gressman Heath Shuler (D-N.C.). After he 
was redistricted out of his congressional 
seat, he seemingly miraculously landed 
a job at Duke Energy. As Tim Carney of 
the Washington Examiner explained: “The 
way to please giant corporations like Duke 
is not to advocate free-market policies, but 
rather to find the right blend of regulations 
and subsidies”: 


Duke not only supported Waxman- 
Markey [a bill that regulated the ener- 
gy industry through a cap-and-trade 
system], the company also helped 
write it. Duke CEO Jim Rogers was 
a key player the U.S. Climate Action 
Partnership, the corporate-led coali- 
tion that built the bill’s framework. 
As Rogers testified before the House 
Energy and Commerce Committee in 
April 2009, “I have been an early ad- 
vocate, longtime advocate for climate 
change legislation.” 

Why did Duke, a leading coal- 
burner, back the legislation? In part, 
Duke supported the bill because it 
was generous with carbon credits — 
giving many of these valuable per- 
mits away for free. But Duke also was 
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Deceiving appearances: Even when a political administration appears to be attacking a 
corporation or segment of the economy, they are often acting at the behest of the industry. Duke 
Energy helped write a bill that paid it to retire old coal-fired plants. 
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retiring its old, small coal-powered 
plants, and a cap-and-trade scheme 
could result in the government effec- 
tively paying Duke (in valuable and 
tradable carbon credits) to do what it 
already was going to do. Shuler voted 
for a bill that his state’s largest utility 
supported and stood to profit from. 


In the end, Shuler ended up with a golden 
parachute as a lobbyist for Duke. Even the 
political “losers” end up “winners” in the 
green-energy subsidy culture. 


The Remainder of the Money? 
Attentive policy watchers who also hap- 
pen to be Obama fans might note that 
the $6.4 billion “invested” by taxpay- 
ers in these companies to win campaign 
contributions and help liberal donors 
is a small fraction of Obama’s $90 bil- 
lion green spending budget and could be 
written off as politics as usual. But the 
other $84 billion in subsidies weren’t 
spent any better. 

Much of the rest of the green-energy tax 
credits has gone to subsidies to giant cor- 
porations to help them evade federal taxa- 
tion altogether. General Electric — one of 
the nation’s largest corporations — pays 
no corporate income taxes, according to 
the New York Times for March 25, 2011, 
partly because of green energy tax credits: 
“Over the last decade, G.E. has spent tens 
of millions of dollars to push for changes 
in tax law, from more generous deprecia- 
tion schedules on jet engines to ‘green en- 
ergy’ credits for its wind turbines.” GE’s 
tax form is annually tens of thousands of 
pages long, and was reportedly longer than 
50,000 pages last year when the firm paid 
no income taxes. Most people are aware of 
the close connections between GE and the 
Obama administration. 

It’s ironic that those on the political Left, 
who have cried the loudest about large cor- 
porations not paying income taxes, have 
been the strongest supporters of the tax 
credits that have allowed those corporations 
not to pay corporate income taxes. 

Other green funding was sent to firms 
that were already invested in improving 
economic efficiency, and already success- 
ful without federal subsidies. Ford Motor 
Company was the only U.S. auto manu- 
facturer of the “big three” that never lost 
money and never needed bailout funds. 
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Pals! Even the liberal Huffington Post noted that President Obama had substantive ties with 10 
corporations that benefit tremendously from government subsidies. Together, the companies of 
the CEOs were owed a total of $5.4 billion in tax refunds. Only two companies paid taxes. 


But the U.S. government sent Ford $5.9 
billion in loans in June 2009 for retooling 
for alternative energy anyway. 

As with the example of the Ford Cor- 
poration above, the Obama administra- 
tion did not give out all of the $84 billion 
to people who ponied up payoffs, but it 
also gave money to groups and individu- 
als for political expediencies, such as 
boosting a political claim of “creating 
jobs,” or simply because the administra- 
tion believed in the cause — regardless of 
the merit of the programs. 

Mountain Plaza, Inc. appears to be one 
such case. Mountain Plaza, Inc., which 
received a $2 million federal loan to cre- 
ate electrified truck stops across Tennes- 
see, continued to receive funds from its 
grant from the Environmental Protection 
Agency even after it filed for bankruptcy 
and the criminal history of its owner be- 
came known. 

The Tennessean, the primary Nash- 
ville-based daily newspaper, reported 
on October 4, 2011 that Mountain Plaza 
owner Ricky Hugo Lewis had a long 
criminal record: 


In 2002, Lewis was convicted of 31 
counts of theft stemming from flawed 
sales tax returns he filed for a previous 
business in the 1990s. He was placed 
on probation for eight years and or- 
dered to reimburse the state nearly 
$70,000, which Lewis says he did. 

In 2003, Mountain Plaza and the 


Lewises filed for bankruptcy separate- 
ly. Their debts included local, state and 
federal taxes then, too. They emerged 
from those bankruptcies in 2005. 

While he was still on probation 
early last year, Lewis was indicted 
for writing worthless checks, includ- 
ing several of more than $10,000. 
Lewis was still on probation, and his 
worthless check charges were still 
pending, when TDOT approved the 
grant to his company. 


Gambling With Taxpayers’ Money 
In the world of green subsidies, profits are 
privatized and the losses are socialized. 
Obama’s victory in the presidential elec- 
tion — and consolidation of key Demo- 
cratic Party Senate and congressional seats 
in the November election — confirmed the 
true “success” of green recycling, Wash- 
ington-style. But it also proved the folly of 
government central planning as leading to 
economic growth or progress. With billions 
being wasted on corrupt crony-capitalists, 
Washington is taking money — and wast- 
ing it — from companies and individuals 
who really could solve society’s problems. 
And if the still-Republican House of 
Representatives wants to increase its 
chances in the 2014 mid-term elections, 
defunding green subsidies should be a pa- 
triotic duty as well as a political survival 
measure. Such a measure could be accom- 
plished by the House alone by simply re- 
fusing to pass additional subsidies. 
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BOOK REVIEW 


Is Obama Anti-Christian> 


In the book No Higher Power, Obama’s and his administration’s policies are recounted, 
demonstrating that both clearly aim to marginalize Christianity to death. 
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OBAMA’S WAR 


ON RELIGIOUS FREEDOM 


PHYLLIS SCHLAFLY 


FOUNDER AND PRESIDENT OF FAGLE FORUM 


GEORGE NEUMAYR 


by Jack Kenny 


No Higher Power: Obama’s War on Re- 
ligious Freedom, by Phyllis Schlafly and 
George Neumayr, Regnery, 2012, 217 
pages, hardcover. 


ae H or all of Obama’s reassurances 

about religion as a sacred ‘pri- 

vate’ matter, for all of his chic 
chatter about the ‘privacy of the bedroom,’ 
nothing in the end is actually private under 
the secularist regime of modern liberalism 
that he favors. No one is truly free to leave 
Obama’s animal farm.” 

That, in brief, is the case authors Phyl- 
lis Schlafly and George Neumayr make in 
No Higher Power, a virtual encyclopedia 
of the Obama administration’s assault on 
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religious liberty. And Schlafly, the 
well-known conservative activ- 
ist, and Neumayr, a contributing 
editor to The American Spectator, 
warn it is but a shadow of things 
to come. The book, written before 
November’s election, predicted the 
president’s reelection would result 
in an intensification of a war that, 
the authors maintain, follows natu- 
rally from Barack Obama’s hostility 
toward the principle of religion as 
a binding force on the consciences 
of free men and women — a force 
independent of and superior to the 
claims of the nation-state. 


Only if the State Says 

Indeed, the Obama administration 
appears to act on the assumption 
that whether, when, and for how 
long religious leaders and institu- 
tions may be allowed to follow the 
claims of conscience depends en- 
tirely on the sufferance of the State. 
That was made clear by the Health 
and Human Services mandate re- 
quiring religious hospitals, schools, 
and charitable institutions to in- 
clude contraception, sterilization, 
and abortion-inducing drugs in healthcare 
insurance for their employees. It was made 
even clearer when HHS 

Secretary Kathleen Sebelius announced 
the government would generously grant an 
additional year — until August 2013 — 
for those religious institutions to comply. 
As Cardinal Timothy Dolan, president of 
the U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops, 
replied: “In effect, the President is saying 
we have a year to figure out how to violate 
our consciences.” 

Nor is it only Catholics who are op- 
posing the mandate. Opponents include 
leaders of many Protestant Evangelical 
and other Christian groups. The Union of 
Orthodox Jewish Congregations of Amer- 
ica issued a statement taking issue with 
the administration’s “insular” concept of 


religious liberty as something belonging 
to houses and services of worship, but 
not extending to religious organizations 
that interact with the world around them. 
In carving out narrow exceptions for the 
Amish and other religious communi- 
ties, while requiring the vast majority of 
Catholic, Protestant, and Jewish schools, 
hospitals, and charities to comply with the 
mandate, Obama, the authors charge, has 
“arrogated to himself the right to define 
which organizations qualify as ‘religious’ 
and which do not.” 

If that appears to violate the establish- 
ment as well as the free exercise clause 
of the First Amendment guarantee of re- 
ligious freedom, be assured the strictures 
of the Constitution have little restraint on 
the ambitions of “The One” who promised 
during his first campaign for president that 
his election would begin to “heal the plan- 
et” and stem the rising of the oceans. 

It’s not that Obama is against religion 
altogether. He even likes to dabble from 
time to time in theology. (Alas for theolo- 
gy!) But what our nation once pronounced 
“the laws of nature and of nature’s God” 
must go to the back of Obama’s govern- 
ment bus — if they are allowed to ride at 
all. They are far less important than what 
“Democracy demands.” The authors quote 
the following from then-Senator Obama’s 
2006 speech on faith and politics: 


Democracy demands that the re- 
ligiously motivated translate their 
concerns into universal, rather than 
religion-specific values. It requires 
that their proposals be subject to 
argument and amenable to reason. I 
may be opposed to abortion for re- 
ligious reasons, but if I seek to pass 
a law banning the practice, I cannot 
simply point to the teachings of my 
church or evoke God’s will. I have to 
explain why abortion violates some 
principle that is accessible to people 
of all faiths, including those with no 
faith at all. 
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Protecting innocent human 
life has long been regarded 
as a universal value, even by 
those not known to be par- 
ticularly religious. Abortion 
was outlawed by the Code 
of Hammurabi, proscribed 
in the Hippocratic Oath, and 
subject to the criminal law 
of every one of the United 
States within Obama’s life- 
time. But in the “progres- 
sive” world Obama inhabits, 
universal values “evolve” 
rather quickly and always in 
a left-liberal direction. In his 
book The Audacity of Hope, 
Obama made an interesting 
observation about the story 
in Genesis of God’s testing 
of Abraham by calling on 
him to offer his son Isaac 
as a sacrifice. Obama rea- 
sons that “if any of us saw 
a twenty-first-century Abra- 
ham raising the knife on the 
roof of his apartment build- 
ing, we would call the police; 
we would wrestle him down; 
even if we saw him lower the 
knife at the last minute, we would expect 
the Department of Children and Family 
Services to take Isaac away and charge 
Abraham with child abuse.” 

That’s certainly a reasonable conclu- 
sion. But Schlafly and Neumayr note that 
while Abraham did not kill Isaac, millions 
of children under Obama’s set of “univer- 
sal values” have not been so fortunate. For 
Obama, they note, “plunging knives into 
the necks of unborn children is ‘a matter 
between a woman and her doctor.’” Nor 
does he draw the line on infanticide, hav- 
ing opposed, while a state senator in II- 
linois, a ban on the killing of infants born 
alive in failed abortions. 

Obama has, of course, never made any 
secret of his complete devotion to a wom- 
an’s “freedom to choose” death for the 
child of her womb. He is considerably less 
tolerant, however, of the freedom of those 
who choose not to be accessories to such 
killings. One of his first actions following 
his inauguration in January 2009 was to 
repeal the executive order banning the use 
of taxpayer dollars to fund organizations 
in other countries that provide abortions. 
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The following month he announced his 
intention to repeal the conscience protec- 
tions that allowed medical personnel at 
hospitals receiving federal funds to opt out 
of performing abortions or other practices 
they consider immoral. 

Schlafly and Neumayr’s chronicles of 
Obama’s crusade against religion and mo- 
rality includes the decision in May 2009 to 
eliminate funding for abstinence-only sex 
education while designating tens of mil- 
lions of additional dollars for “comprehen- 
sive sex education.” 

Obama was in sundry ways promoting 
the “gay rights” agenda years before he 
openly declared, in May of last year, his 
support for same-sex marriage. His secre- 
tary of education, Arne Duncan, had once 
put forth a novel form of school segrega- 
tion, proposing a “gay” high school for 
Chicago. Many parents of school children 
in America might be shocked to learn that 
the nation’s education policy is guided by 
someone who proposed assigning students 
to schools according to their sexual ori- 
entation. Kevin Jennings, who has since 
resigned, was Obama’s choice to run the 


Office of Safe and Drug-Free 
Schools. The “safe schools 
czar” had written a foreward 
to the book Queering Elemen- 
tary Education and had admit- 
ted in a speech in 2000 that 
his response to a 15-year-old 
who had told him of his sexual 
experience with an adult was 
to tell the youth, “I hope you 
knew to use a condom.” 


Part and Parcel of the Plan 
But as the new “freedoms” 
are being used as battering 
rams against the old morali- 
ty, defenders of the old truths 
find their freedoms hemmed 
in by a growing network of 
restrictions. The defense 
authorization bill Obama 
signed in his first year in of- 
fice, for example, contained 
a ban on “hate crimes” that 
could easily be used as a 
weapon to silence those who 
preach or teach that homo- 
sexuality is a sin. 

The war that Schlafly and 
Neumayr describe against re- 
ligious institutions is not limited to sexual 
or reproductive issues. Obama’s Justice 
Department argued in the Supreme Court 
in support of an Equal Employment Op- 
portunity Commission action against 
a Lutheran church and school over the 
firing of one of its lay ministers. As the 
authors point out, even Justice Elena 
Kagan, an Obama appointee, expressed 
amazement at hearing the Department of 
Justice lawyers argue that the “ministe- 
rial exception” to federal hiring laws did 
not apply. The justices, in a 9-0 decision, 
ruled that it did. 

There is much more in this slender, but 
comprehensive, volume to demonstrate 
that while the secular war against religion 
in America did not start with the Obama 
administration, the incumbent has surely 
increased its intensity and expanded its 
reach. The book, aptly titled No Higher 
Power, is both a detailed description and 
convincing indictment of a mind-set in 
America today that echoes a cry by the 
chief priests in Jerusalem nearly 2000 
years ago: “We have no king but Caesar.” 
(John 19:15) 
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Giving on Thanksgiving 


Thanks to an anonymous donor in central 
New York, 500 struggling families were 
able to have a turkey dinner on the table 
this past Thanksgiving. 

YNN reported, “Catholic Charities re- 
ceived a generous donation of 500 turkeys 
from a donor who wished not to be named.” 
The turkeys were dropped off at the char- 
ity’s emergency services office, where they 
were redistributed to families who were un- 
able to afford a turkey this year. 

“We're always humbled by the gener- 
osity of donors, particularly anonymous 
donors, who just want to make sure that 
people’s needs are met in the community. 
We see a growing number of folks com- 
ing to us every day that are just struggling 
to make ends meet,’ said Michael Melara, 
executive director of Catholic Charities. 

Thanksgiving generosity was also seen 
in Sherwood, Oregon, where runners and 
walkers participated in the Give N’ Gob- 
ble event to help put food on the tables of 
families who would have otherwise been 
unable to afford a Thanksgiving dinner. 

Give N’ Gobble drew over 2,000 par- 
ticipants for a 5K walk/run and a 10K 
walk. According to Give N’ Gobble’s 
creator, Cindy Aggson, the idea for the 
program began when she noticed people 
running in her neighborhood on Thanks- 
giving years ago. 

“I kept thinking we should all just do 
it together,” she said. “This is a day when 
everybody thinks, ‘I should do something 
for somebody else,’ but soup kitchens 
can’t even take volunteers on Thanksgiv- 
ing because they have so many.” 

When Give N’ Gobble was created six 
years ago, the event drew 500 runners and 
walkers and raised $5,000, which was do- 
nated to a local food bank, Sherwood Help- 
ing Hands. Aggson was told at the time that 
her donation was significant enough to fund 
the food bank for more than half a year. 

“T said, ‘Next year we’re going to fund 
you entirely,” she said, “and we did.” 

Since then, the event has witnessed 
huge increases in participants, as well as 
donations. The online Oregon Live report- 
ed, “Since the first Give N’ Gobble, the 
event has raised more than $100,000 and 
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20 tons of donated food. The money let 
Sherwood Helping Hands expand its food 
bank to include fresh food and refrigera- 
tors for storing it.” 

Give N’ Gobble has helped to raise 
so much money that Sherwood Helping 
Hands was able to use some of the funds 
it has raised to launch a backpack program 
to send food home with over 100 Sher- 
wood students, who already receive free 
or reduced-price lunches, each week. 

“There are these kids showing up at 
school Monday and they haven’t eaten since 
Friday at lunch,’ Aggson said. “To me, es- 
pecially as a mom, it was unthinkable.” 

For Aggson, the backpack program is 
Give N’ Gobble’s crowning achievement. 

And it appears that the Give N’ Gobble 
program will continue to grow. 

“Tt’s become this new family tradition,” 
Aggson said. “We have people tell their 
whole families, ‘You can’t have dinner 
until you do the Give N’ Gobble!’” 


Tragedy Begets Charity 


October 27, 2010 marked a tragic day for 
the University of Notre Dame. It was on 
that day that film student Declan Sullivan 
died after a video tower from which he was 
filming football practice collapsed. Two 
years later, Declan’s family has decided 
to turn tragedy into something beautiful. 

The campus Observer reports, “Barry 
Sullivan, Declan’s father, said the family 
wanted to put the outpouring of donations 
they received after his son’s death to good 
use in their community. The Sullivan fami- 
ly established the Declan Drumm Sullivan 
Memorial Fund and chose Horizons for 
Youth as its primary beneficiary last year.” 

Horizons for Youth is a non-profit cen- 
ter in Chicago that provides need-based 
scholarships, mentoring, and college prep- 
aration to low-income children in efforts 
to help guide them on a path that they may 
have not otherwise followed. 

“This was a kind of generosity, it caught 
us off guard,” Barry said, referring to the 
outpouring of donations the family received 
following his son’s death. “We sat down and 
we talked about the things that mattered to 
us as a family and the things that we knew 


were important to Declan, and we came up 
with a set of criteria for a memorial fund. 
It included education, supporting the local 
community, things that would have an im- 
mediate impact in the local community.” 

Horizons for Youth proved to be a per- 
fect fit. The program has a wonderful his- 
tory of success, with a 99-percent gradua- 
tion rate and with 80 percent of its students 
going on to college. 

According to Barry, Horizons for 
Youth’s mission is one that his son would 
have truly appreciated. “[Declan] had a 
great interest in film, and I know he was 
doing a lot of writing.... He was coming 
to appreciate the benefits that he had, the 
kind of education that was allowing him 
to achieve his dreams,” Barry said. “That’s 
what we really appreciate about Horizons, 
and Declan would appreciate this. It’s giv- 
ing children who probably would not have 
the opportunity to have that kind of suc- 
cess, giving them the support they need to 
achieve those things.... I think Dec would 
approve of what we’re doing.” 

In April, the Sullivan family hosted its 
first annual “No Ordinary Evening” fund- 
raiser to support Horizons for Youth in 
Chicago to allow the program to admit a 
group of children, dubbed Declan’s 40, 
into the program. According to the Hori- 
zons for Youth website, Declan’s 40 is the 
largest group of students to be accepted 
into the program at one time. The names 
and profiles of each student can be found 
on the Horizons for Youth website. 

Barry and his wife were able to sit in on 
some of the interviews involved in the ap- 
plication process for Horizons for Youth. 
And for them, despite the pain of the loss 
of their son, seeing the impact of the funds 
they donated in their son’s memory is “a 
very positive thing.” 

“T do think about that but for our loss, 
we would not have gotten connected with 
Horizons, and out of a very saddening and 
painful experience for us, something posi- 
tive can come out of that,” he said. “We’re 
working with the children and seeing the 
impact. There’s no pain in that. It actually 
helps to [alleviate] the pain we feel after 
that loss.” 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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The Battle of the Bulge 


= 


At war in the winter. As another year passes and 
American soldiers still fight abroad, it pays to put their 


sacrifices into perspective. 


by Brian Farmer 


T: American military faces yet anoth- 
er winter of warfare in Afghanistan. 
Soldiers suffer deprivations that other 
Americans will likely never completely un- 
derstand, but the stories of battles past at 
least give us some perspective. 

Many Americans may not realize that the 
largest land battle ever waged by American 
forces was a winter battle fought during 
1944-1945. This is that story. 

Not since Pearl Harbor had the Ameri- 
cans received so rude a shock as when the 
dawn of December 16, 1944 was broken 
by the thunder of a thousand German guns, 
heralding the onslaught of what the Ger- 
mans called “The von Rundstedt Offen- 
sive,” named after their commanding offi- 
cer on the Western Front. Known elsewhere 
in Europe as “The Ardennes Offensive,” it 
was the brainchild of Germany’s supreme 
leader, Adolf Hitler, who believed that, if 
German forces could capture Antwerp, Bel- 
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gium, the Western Front could be stabilized 
long enough for the Germans to fortify the 
Eastern Front, where the Soviet Red Army 
was threatening to break through. 

Since July of 1944, the German army 
had been building up a reserve of a quar- 
ter million soldiers. It was not enough for 
a two-front war, nor were these the veteran 
soldiers of earlier conquests, but it was still 
a force capable of delivering a heavy blow. 
It was commanded by Field Marshall Gerd 
von Rundstedt, who had performed a near 
miracle when he stabilized the German line 
after the Allies successfully crossed the 
English Channel to invade Nazi-occupied 
France at Normandy the preceding June. 
He performed another near miracle by con- 
centrating German forces in the Eifel (the 
area of western Germany near the border 
with Luxembourg and Belgium) without at- 
tracting the attention of the American High 
Command. Suspicious troop movements 
had been reported by prisoners, civilians, 
and airmen, but their significance was dis- 


Winter warfare: War in the winter often means 
sporadic, insufficient, cold meals, served and 
eaten in the snow, while anticipating fighting 
and sleeping in the snow. 


counted by the Americans. They thought 
that the Germans were beaten and would 
never think of launching a major attack in 
the middle of winter through the thickly 
forested Ardennes region that the Ameri- 
cans were occupying. 

Just as the Ardennes had been the weak- 
est sector in the French line of defense 
when the Germans invaded in 1940, this 
sector was now the weakest in the Ameri- 
can line of defense. General Courtney 
Hodges, commanding the U.S. First Army, 
was holding an 85-mile front with only five 
divisions (approximately 100,000 soldiers), 
three of which had suffered heavy casual- 
ties in recent fighting. Only 100 miles to the 
northwest was the great harbor of Antwerp, 
which the Allies had recently liberated and 
was now serving as a huge supply base. The 
Germans were very familiar with the nar- 
row roads of the Ardennes, and bad weather 
was expected to nullify Allied air superior- 
ity. In addition, Colonel Otto Skorzeny’s 
Panzer Brigade, disguised in American 
uniforms, would cause confusion behind 
the lines. 

When the attack came, General Sepp 
Dietrich’s Sixth S.S. Panzer Army in the 
north fell upon General Leonard Gerow’s 
U.S. V Corps and thrust toward the Bel- 
gian city of Liege, the main communica- 
tions center of General Omar Bradley’s 
U.S. 12th Army Group. The Americans 
were driven back but, in three days of 
fighting, denied the Germans the direct 
road to Liege. A German armored column 
did succeed in moving forward through 
the Belgian towns of Malmedy (where 
American prisoners were infamously 
massacred), Stavelot, and Stoumont but, 
fortunately for the Americans, narrowly 
missed both the Allies’ main fuel dump 
and General Hodges’ headquarters in Spa. 
By December 19, the Sixth S.S. Panzer 
Army advance had been brought to a halt. 

The German Fifth Panzer Army in the 
center, under the command of General 
Hasso von Manteuffel, made much more 
progress, after achieving tactical surprise 
by attacking without a preliminary bom- 
bardment. Von Manteuffel’s onslaught 
shattered General Troy Middleton’s U.S. 
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VII Corps, which was strung out along a 
long front, and reached the outskirts of the 
Belgian towns of Houffalize and Bastogne. 


The Attack Begins 

Jim Pelletier of Rhinelander, Wisconsin, 
served in the 110th Infantry Regiment of 
the 28th Infantry Division. He told his war 
stories in the book Return to Memory by 
Bob Knops, in which he related the early 
days of the Ardennes action in the central 
sector of the front as follows: 


On the night of December 16, I and 
four others from my company were 
called on to head down the road 
about a half-mile from Clervaux and 
set up a roadblock with a 50-caliber 
machine gun placement. Some of the 
other squads had pulled back into 
the town for the night. They had re- 
ported no action. During the night we 
encountered no enemy activity but 
heard shells dropping near town. As 
daylight broke early the next morn- 
ing, we looked up and saw German 
Panther tanks surrounding us on the 
hillsides and ridges above Clervaux. 


The town, along the Clerf River, 
was in a valley and its roads were nar- 
row, winding and unpaved. The main 
east-west highway was up on the ridge 
overlooking Clervaux. I’m not sure 
our command realized the scope of the 
German offensive at this time. Small- 
scale skirmishes had been common 
several miles east at the front. 

We were on a road hemmed in by 
the valley and knew there was no way 
to escape the tanks above. We grabbed 
the machine gun, and all five of us 
retreated to our castle headquarters. 
Other squads were following suit. 

The castle walls were thick, made 
out of large stone, a fortress that 
had probably been used many times 
over the centuries to protect the 
town and valley and to secure the 
use of the Clerf River. It was only 
several blocks from the C.P. [Com- 
mand Post] in the hotel. It would be 
our last line of defense against the 
attacking Germans. 

Immediately we were confronted 
by gunfire from advance German in- 
fantry patrols just entering the town 
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after daybreak. Their numbers multi- 
plied dramatically during the next few 
hours, and included tanks, half-tracks 
and other heavier firepower. 

Our 707th Tank Battalion was still 
active outside of town, trying to stop 
the oncoming German tanks. Howev- 
er, enemy firepower kept increasing 
against our castle defense. All we had 
was our 50-caliber machine gun, some 
hand grenades and our rifles. The two 
bazookas we had were ineffective in 
that we didn’t have enough room to 
fire them, and they wouldn’t reach the 
enemy tanks unless they were inside 
of about one hundred yards. 

Our communications officer, Cap- 
tain John Aiken, tried to keep com- 
municating with our Regimental 
Command Post down the street, and 
with other headquarter facilities, but 
he was having more difficulty reach- 
ing anyone as the day wore on. Ina 
nutshell, the 110th Infantry Regiment 
was being overrun throughout its en- 
tire defensive front. 

We fought through the night with 
whatever weapons still had ammuni- 
tion, by now just our small arms. But 
the Germans could not break through 
the defense of the thick stone, castle 
walls. Around mid-morning on De- 
cember 18, we made last contact with 
the 28th Division Command in Wiltz. 
Down to our last rounds of ammuni- 
tion, we set our radio equipment on 
fire, which promptly set a part of the 
roof overhang ablaze. This was put 
out, but German tank and artillery 
fire had already started fires else- 
where on the roof. 

With fire, smoke and no ammo, we 
were done fighting. Captains Mackey 
and Aiken decided to give up. Captain 
Aiken gave the order, “Destroy all 
weapons. We’re going to surrender.” 
It was a kick in the groin. None of us 
had ever considered being a prisoner. 

Later on we looked back and con- 
sidered that maybe we lucked out. A 
short number of miles away in the 
town of Bovigny, at about the same 
time, the Germans took all their cap- 
tured GI’s into a field and machine- 
gunned them down. 


Shown is a map of the Germans’ planned routes in the Ardennes attack, with key locations marked. The German Seventh Army in the south 
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under General Erich Brandenberger was 
supposed to advance toward the Meuse 
River. It initially made some progress but, 
after a few days, was held up by the U.S. 
4th Infantry Division and 9th Armored 
Division. 


Adapting to Conditions 
General Dietrich’s failure to the north 
meant that the Germans were not going to 
capture Antwerp, so Hitler decided to ex- 
ploit von Manteuffel’s breakthrough. 
Meanwhile, Supreme Allied Command- 
er General Dwight Eisenhower ordered 
General Bradley to attack each flank of 
the German breakthrough with an armored 
division. Eisenhower saw that, if the Ger- 
mans succeeded in widening the shoulders 
of the bulge they had created in the Amer- 
ican lines, then Bradley’s army group 
might be split right down the middle, so 
he placed all of the U.S. forces north of the 
breakthrough under British Field Marshall 
Bernard Montgomery, leaving Bradley in 
command of the forces to the south. 
Eisenhower was willing to give up 
ground, rather than let his line break. Gen- 
eral George Patton’s U.S. Third Army was 
ordered to disengage from the front in the 
Saar region, further to the south, and drive 


northwards. The U.S. Sixth Army Group 
in Alsace was to cover the gap left by Pat- 
ton. Although American forces were now 
stretched thin in the Saar and Alsace sec- 
tors, the Germans were in no position to 
mount an offensive in that area. 

It was the American tanks that won 
time for Eisenhower’s measures to take 
effect. The 7th Armored Division pre- 
vented the Germans from taking the Bel- 
gian town of St. Vith until December 21. 
The 10th Armored Division delayed von 
Manteuffel’s forces long enough to allow 
the 101st Airborne Division to estab- 
lish itself in Bastogne, where it set up a 
staunch defense. Unable to drive through 
Bastogne, the German Fifth Panzer Army 
had to go around it, requiring the Ger- 
mans to use considerable forces to con- 
tain the improvised American fortress. 
When summoned to surrender on De- 
cember 22, American General Anthony 
McAuliffe famously answered, “Nuts!” 

Robert Schneider of Hortonville, Wis- 
consin, served as a truck driver in the 151st 
Signal Company of the 11th Armored Di- 
vision delivering fuel to the tanks. In a per- 
sonal interview with THE NEw AMERICAN, 
he looked back on some of his memories 
of the campaign: 
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Pushing back: Since Allied air forces were hampered because of bad weather and could not 
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adequately respond to the Germans’ 1944 winter offensive, armored divisions, such as Robert 
Schneider’s division, and infantry divisions were responsible for turning back the attack. 
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My unit was still in England when 
the battle started on December 16. 
We were initially told that we were 
going over to France and then to the 
front line somewhere to the south. We 
crossed the English Channel in naval 
vessels called landing ship tanks, 
with our trucks parked bumper to 
bumper. The drivers had the choice 
of either staying with their trucks or 
going up on deck. I was not on deck 
long, because the navy guys were 
going down into the hold and steal- 
ing stuff off our trucks. 

Once we got across the Channel, 
we were given new orders to proceed 
to the Ardennes sector. On the way 
to the front, we billeted in sheds and 
houses and barns. Sometimes I had to 
sleep on the ground underneath my 
truck. Man, it was cold sleeping in the 
snow! As we approached the combat 
zone, I could hear heavy artillery off 
to the north of our position... 

We eventually heard about the 
101st Airborne Division trapped in 
Bastogne and how the American 
general said, “Aw, nuts!” when the 
Germans ordered him to surrender. It 
was said that the German interpreters 
had trouble translating that but even- 
tually figured out that the Americans 
were not going to surrender. Our unit 
was one of the armored divisions that 
broke through the German lines sur- 
rounding Bastogne, but we didn’t 
spend any time there. We just tried 
to drive through the main street of 
the town, which was cluttered with 
all kinds of vehicles and masses of 
telephone cables that the Americans 
had laid out. Many didn’t work when 
installed, so they had to keeping lay- 
ing out new ones. There were differ- 
ent colored parachutes everywhere 
because Bastogne had been supplied 
by air, with different colors showing 
what the supplies were: one color for 
food, another for ammunition, and so 
on. I managed to get one as a souve- 
nir. As a truck driver, I could haul a 
lot of booty. The infantry guys could 
only take as many souvenirs as they 
could carry with them, which wasn’t 
much.... 

Christmas was just another day, and 
the war went on. Somehow we got our 
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hands on some bread and somebody 
found some eggs in a chicken coop. 
We took pieces of bread, scooped out 
holes in them, and cracked eggs into 
the holes. Then we cooked the eggs 
in the bread and called it “a pig in a 
poke,” even though it was actually a 
chicken in a hole! 


Donald Hahn of Pittsville, Wisconsin, 
served in the 28th Infantry Division, 112th 
Infantry Regiment. His unit received a ci- 
tation of honor and distinction from Gen- 
eral Eisenhower, and part of the citation 
describes the action it saw during the first 
seven days: 


On 16 December 1944 the 112th 
Infantry Regimental Combat Team 
from Lutzkampen Germany, to 
Leiler, Luxembourg, was holding six 
and one half miles of the front line 
sector assigned to the 28th Infantry 
Division. During the period 16 to 18 
December, 1944, despite repeated 
enemy infantry and tank attacks in- 
volving the elements of nine enemy 
divisions, the 112th Infantry Regi- 
mental Combat Team held its ground. 
In this period it inflicted estimated 
casualties on the enemy of 1600, in- 
cluding over 200 prisoners taken and 
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He knows what was given: 
Donald Hahn of Pittsville, 
Wisconsin, who fought in the 
Battle of the Bulge, set up a local 
memorial for Americans lost in 
all wars to honor their sacrifices. 


successfully evacuated. All elements 
of the 112th Infantry Regimental 
Combat Team were involved in this 
action. The 229th Field Artillery Bat- 
talion was engaged in direct fire on 
the enemy at a range of 150 yards. 
The Cannon Company of the 112th 
Infantry Regiment and Company C, 
630th Tank Destroyer Battalion, by 
direct fire, succeeded in disabling 18 
enemy tanks. Company C, 103d En- 
gineer Battalion together with the 2d 
Battalion, 112th Infantry Regiment, 
repeatedly counter-attacked enemy 
penetrations. The Headquarters, 
Headquarters Company, and Ser- 
vice Company manned the lines and 
drove off by fire a number of groups 
of the enemy which had infiltrated 
into the rear areas. The kitchens, 
being overrun on the night of 16-17 
December 1944, the kitchen person- 
nel fought with rifles to recover the 
positions. All this was done under 
withering small arms and artillery 
fire from enemy positions through- 
out the entire front. On the night of 
17-18 December 1944 under orders 
from higher headquarters, the 112th 
Infantry Regimental Combat Team 
was withdrawn to the high ground 
west of the Our River. This with- 


drawal was accomplished success- 
fully in spite of strong enemy infil- 
trations throughout the entire sector. 
From 18 until 23 [December] 1944, 
the 112th Infantry Regimental Com- 
bat Team was continually engaged 
in rear guard action covering the 
withdrawal of the right flank of the 
First American Army. On the night of 
23-24 December 1944 the action of 
112th Infantry Regimental Combat 
Team was especially notable. Being 
ordered by higher headquarters to 
act as a covering force for units with- 
drawing to the American lines it held 
its position under furious enemy in- 
fantry and tank attacks until the Regi- 
mental Headquarters and Ist Battal- 
ion, 112th Infantry were surrounded. 
The Ist Battalion then fought its way 
clear to friendly lines bringing with 
it anumber of vehicles and personnel 
of other units. 


Charles Katlic of Weatherford, Texas, 
served in the 99th Infantry Division. One 
of his written accounts of the battle recently 
appeared in The Weatherford Democrat: 


It all began at 0500 hours. I recalled 
being on watch 68 years ago, Decem- 
ber 16, 1944, in the Ardennes, one of 
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70,000 men in four and a half divisions, 
covering a 70-mile front. I looked out 
across the Siegfried line from my log 
fortified, snow-covered foxhole. The 
quiet was shattered by German artil- 
lery and mortars, as the enemy opened 
up on the 99th Division. The Battle of 
the Bulge had begun. 

The weather was cloudy and cold 
and artillery landed in our area all day 
and night. Company F was awake and 
on the alert when it started, but thank 
God we had covered our foxholes 
with logs. 

I believed that the logs were the 
only thing that saved me and my bud- 
dies from being ripped to shreds by 
shrapnel and wood shards from trees 
blasted to smithereens. Some men 
who were caught out of their foxholes 
were wounded or killed. 

Artillery continued to hit our posi- 
tions on December 17 as German and 
American planes went at one another 
overhead. Eventually the German ar- 
tillery ceased. The 2nd Battalion was 
surrounded by Germans and separated 
from their regiment. We received or- 
ders to withdraw and we did, leaving 
a covering force to an assembly point 
near Hunmgen, Belgium. No artillery 
fell December 18 and the evidence of 
the past two days’ barrage was con- 
cealed under a blanket of new snow. 
The temperature dropped to near five 
degrees and circumstances grew dire as 
we were low on ammo and food. The 
Germans were closing in for the kill. 
We moved along a draw but the mor- 
tar rounds started landing in the draw 
so the company moved into the woods 
where we were temporarily held up for 
a few hours. The company was given 
orders to fix bayonets. Company F 
and the rest of the battalion moved to- 
ward Merrigan. At about 1500 hours, 
a German burp gun opened up on our 
column and pinned us down. Heavy 
weapons were called for. 


night before Christmas we ended 
ine forest; no snow yet but 


hing was very cold and we had 
g to eat for couple of days. 
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Indignity: When ammunition runs out and guns are reduced to use as spears or clubs, soldiers 
must often surrender, as did these Americans in 1944, and hope they would not be ill-treated. 


The Americans attacked the Ger- 
man positions and met stiff resistance. 
Our company commander was given 
command of the battalion. Lt. Good- 
ner led the battalion through the draw 
to the town of Elsenborn, believed to 
be in Allied control. But the battalion 
fell under intense artillery and small 
arms fire. We were wet and cold and 
hungry and the 2nd Battalion was 
given up as lost in action. 

Rumors of the battalion’s demise 
were premature. We reached the 
outskirts of Elsenborn and the men 
of Company F slept in a barn until 
about 1000 hours. Hot chow was 
served around noon; hot pancakes 
and syrup — a feast. It was our first 
hot meal in days. 

The company moved to Elsenborn 
Ridge to take the high ground. We 
dug foxholes and set our defenses. 
Our meals would be cold C rations 
until our kitchen was set up in Elsen- 
born. We improved our positions and 
sent out patrols. On Christmas Day, 
we were served a cold turkey dinner. 


Meanwhile, to the north, the 
Sixth Panzer Army got going 
again and two Panzer corps drove 
westward until, on Christmas 
Eve, the 2nd Panzer Division 
was within sight of the Meuse 
River, just three miles east of 
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the Belgian city of Dinant. But it was there 
that the German attack lost momentum and 
ground to a halt. 


Americans on the Offensive 

With the weather finally clearing, the Al- 
lied counterattack was able to get under 
way. Five thousand Allied warplanes 
started attacking German supply columns 
stretching all the way back to the German 
border. In addition, air drops supplied Bas- 
togne and allowed the American forces 
there to hold out, while waiting for Gen- 
eral Patton’s Third Army to push up from 
the south and lift the siege. 

The U.S. 2nd Armored Division cut off 
and destroyed the German spearhead near 
Dinant on Christmas Day, and the U.S. 4th 
Armored Division, part of Patton’s Third 
Army, broke through to Bastogne the very 
next day, creating a narrow corridor. Thus 
ended the first phase of what the Ameri- 
cans would eventually call “The Battle of 
the Bulge.” 

An article Donald Hahn wrote for the 
November 2011 edition of The Bulge 
Bugle, the official publication of Veterans 
of the Battle of the Bulge, Inc., describes 
“A Christmas I Will Never Forget”: 


Prior to the start of the Battle of the 
Bulge we were in a holding position 
next to the Siegfried line. We were 
there for a couple weeks because in- 
telligence figured the war would be 
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over by Christmas. On the morning 
of the 16th a company of Germans 
attacked us and after a firefight they 
gave up. 

Over on the next hill German tanks 
were in a clearing but they couldn’t 
get to us because there was a river 
between us. They were shelling the 
hell out of us and we were surrounded 
for two days. On the second night 
we fought our way out and left our 
wounded and dead behind. From then 
on it was hold, fight and retreat. The 
night before Christmas we ended up in 
a pine forest; no snow yet but every- 
thing was very cold and we had noth- 
ing to eat for [a] couple of days. 

The next day, Christmas, we retook 
a Belgian town and stayed in some of 
the houses. There was an infantry unit 
nearby but all they could spare in food 
was turkey and pineapple. The next 
few days were fight and retreat. One 
night they moved us into the edge of 
this large town. It was awful cold and 
some stayed on guard while the rest 
of us went into a house where there 
was a fire. Again we had no food for a 
couple days. A Belgian woman came 
down into the room and motioned to 
us if we were hungry so she bought 
potatoes and carrots we helped her 
and she made a stew for us. 

The next morning they relieved us 


and we dug in on a hill overlooking 
the town. The 7th Armored Division 
was moving out and we wondered 
what was going on. We could see in 
the distance German tanks coming 
but as soon as the last 7th Armored 
Division tanks went over they blew 
the bridge. That was the first day of 
sunshine and American planes came 
out so we could watch the dog fights, 
it was quite a sight. 

That was the only time we had ar- 
mored artillery make a direct hit on a 
foxhole; nothing left of the poor sol- 
dier. After a few days we started to 
take back some ground. We went over 
a river, which was frozen and all day 
long we fought in a snowstorm and 
suffered lots of wounded. 

I don’t remember the name of the 
town but the Germans had killed all 
the people in their houses. We stayed 
one night and next night they brought 
in a regiment of the 106th Infantry 
Division. 

We left there after spending the 
night and in the morning trucks were 
waiting for us to load up. They drove 
all day and night until the morning and 
were back in France. 


By Christmas Day von Rundstedt realized 
that the battle had been lost, but Hitler was 
not prepared to admit defeat or to cut his 


Tricky tactics: Surprise was especially on the side of the Germans during the Ardennes offensive 
because the German army historically did not launch major offensives in midwinter. 
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losses. Instead, Hitler thought up a new of- 
fensive. The German forces would begin 
by taking Bastogne, then turn north and 
attack the American First Army 

Bastogne was still the center of the 
storm. The corridor to the west of town, 
created by the aforementioned U.S. 4th 
Armored Division breakthrough, was 
only a mile wide in places. Patton was 
determined to drive off the two German 
corps that were squeezing its lifeline. At 
the same time von Manteuffel was con- 
centrating for the attack which would rid 
him of that thorn in his side. On Decem- 
ber 30 they met head on and engaged in a 
fierce battle that ranged through the snowy 
woods and ravines of the Ardennes. 

By the time the battle died down, the 
Germans were spent. On January 8, 1945, 
Hitler reluctantly agreed to limited with- 
drawals, and Patton broke out of Bastogne 
on the following day. Helped by a break in 
the weather, the Germans began to disen- 
gage their forces. On January 13, owing to 
the Soviet winter offensive on the Eastern 
Front, the German Supreme Command or- 
dered the Sixth S.S. Panzer Army to with- 
draw from the Ardennes battle and permit- 
ted a general retreat. Patton and Hodges 
joined forces at Houffalize on January 16, 
and Bradley was able to resume command 
of his army. By January 28 it was all over, 
as the original battle line was restored. 

The battle cost the Allies more than 
90,000 casualties, but it ruined the fight- 
ing capability of Hitler’s last reserve army. 
The Soviet Army had launched its mas- 
sive winter offensive on January 12, and 
Hitler no longer had any reserve forces to 
meet it. The results of “The von Rundst- 
edt Offensive” had a terrible price for the 
six week’s delay imposed on the Western 
Allies. The Germans lost 70,000 soldiers 
as casualties and 50,000 as prisoners, on 
top of almost 600 tanks and 1,600 aircraft. 

In addition to the tanks already men- 
tioned, the American and British air forces 
destroyed more than 3,500 railway en- 
gines and cars, trucks, other types of mo- 
torized vehicles, and horse-drawn pieces 
of equipment. 

WWII was not over by Christmas, or 
even that winter. The Germans didn’t ca- 
pitulate until May 8, 1945, and the Japa- 
nese continued fighting until August 15, 
with American troops continuing to suffer 
the deprivations of war. 
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“. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
a a EE 


Self-defense 
or Brutal Execution? 


A controversial Thanksgiving Day news 
story out of Little Falls, Minnesota, high- 
lighted the difference between lawful 
armed self-defense against home intrud- 
ers and the type of actions that will open a 
burglary victim up to criminal charges and 
eventual prosecution. Sixty-year-old Byron 
David Smith, a retired security officer for 
the State Department, is on his way to be- 
coming the poster child for what not to do 
and say when dealing with a burglary. 

The Associated Press reported on No- 
vember 26 that Smith shot and killed two 
home intruders, waited a day before re- 
porting it to authorities, and then made in- 
criminating statements to police investiga- 
tors. Smith’s gems ranged from admitting 
that he fired “more shots than I needed” to 
referring to the final blast that killed one 
of the assailants as “‘a good, clean finish- 
ing shot” and proclaiming that he wanted 
the two intruders “dead.” Adding to the 
sensationalism of the story, the two now- 
deceased burglars were teenagers. Images 
of the fresh-faced teens, 18-year-old Haile 
Kifer and 17-year-old Nicholas Schaeffel, 
adorned news coverage of the event and 
added to the public scorn being heaped on 
aman who normally would be considered 
the victim. 

Viewers were left with the impression 
that a deranged vigilante murdered two 
good-looking kids who more resembled 
clean-cut extras from the popular movie 
High School Musical than they did typi- 
cal strung-out burglary suspects. Much as 
with the Trayvon Martin case, the media 
used images that did not portray the pos- 
sible dark side of the two teenagers in- 
volved. Local police are investigating 
whether the two teens were involved in 
an earlier string of burglaries. Schaeffel 
might have even been involved in the 
theft of prescription drugs from a fam- 
ily member, but the records were sealed 
because juveniles were involved. 

The fact that is not disputed at this point 
is that the two teenagers had indeed ille- 
gally broken into Smith’s home when the 
shootings occurred. Smith told law en- 
forcement that he was fearful after being 
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the victim of several break-ins at his rural, 
secluded home 10 miles south of Little 
Falls, which is a central Minnesota town 
of roughly 8,000 people. Police had a re- 
port of a break-in at Smith’s from October 
27 in which Smith claimed to have lost 
thousands of dollars in “cash, gold coins, 
two guns, photo equipment and jewelry.” 
Knowing that criminals sometimes return 
to the scene of an earlier successful crime 
with the hopes of scoring more loot, Smith 
decided that enough was enough and was 
determined not to be a helpless victim 
again. He told investigators that he was 
in his basement when he heard a window 
breaking upstairs. He immediately armed 
himself with his Ruger Mini 14 rifle. Hid- 
ing in the basement, Smith prepared his 
weapon to shoot the intruders if they came 
down the stairs. The police complaint 
stated that Schaeffel opened the door to 
the basement and started coming down 
the stairs. Smith fired immediately once 
Schaeffel’s waist came into view. The 
shots found their mark on the teenage boy, 
who fell down the stairs. 

It should be noted that Smith was well 
within his legal rights at this point in time. 
Minnesota law allows a homeowner to use 
deadly force on an intruder if a reasonable 
person would fear he were in danger of 
harm. The situation described so far would 
normally fall within that definition, but 
what happened next changed the dynamic 
entirely. The injured teen fell to the bottom 
of the stairs, and Smith pointed his rifle at 
him and shot Schaefel directly in the face. 
If those details were not incriminating 
enough, Smith told the district attorney’s 
office that he wanted Schaeffel “dead.” 

Morrison County Sheriff Michel Wet- 
zel said that Minnesota law doesn’t allow 
a homeowner to use deadly force once a 
threat is neutralized. “The law doesn’t per- 
mit you to execute somebody once a threat 
is gone,” Wetzel told the Associated Press. 

Smith dragged Schaeffel’s body into the 
workshop area of his basement and took a 
seat while he waited for the other burglar to 
come down to the basement. After several 
minutes passed, Kifer came down the stairs 
and was also shot by Smith. Kifer, who was 
Schaeffel’s cousin, likewise fell down the 
Stairs after being hit by bullets from Smith’s 
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rifle. Again, Smith continued using force 
past the point allowed under the law. Smith 
admitted to investigators that even though 
Kifer was “already hurting,” he pulled out 
his .22-caliber revolver and shot her sev- 
eral times in the chest because she laughed. 
Smith went so far as to tell investigators, “If 
you're trying to shoot somebody and they 
laugh at you, you go again.” Smith then 
dragged Kifer next to Schaeffel and, as she 
gasped for air, he put the tip of his revolver 
to her chin and fired a shot “up into the cra- 
nium.” Smith told the police that was the 
shot that finished her off. 

Smith waited almost a day before talking 
to anyone about the shooting. He then asked 
a neighbor if the neighbor knew of a good 
attorney. Instead of contacting an attorney, 
though, Smith proceeded to tell the neigh- 
bor to call the police, and he made damning 
statements to the investigators, which might 
prove to be his undoing if they get entered 
into evidence at the trial. Smith was ar- 
rested and has been formally charged with 
the murders of the two burglars, and bail 
was set at $2 million. Morrison County At- 
torney Brian Middendorf described Smith’s 
actions as “appalling” and stated that “Mr. 
Smith intentionally killed two teenagers in 
his home in a manner that goes well beyond 
self-defense.” 

The outcry from the family members 
of the deceased was predictable, and the 
story gained national attention as people 
who are normally hostile to the private use 
of guns mined it for political gain. Still, 
Smith was not without his defenders. John 
Lang, a close personal friend of Smith’s, 
was outraged that Smith was in jail. Lang 
told the Associated Press that “you have a 
right to defend your home. He’s [Smith] 
been through hell.” 

State Representative Tony Cornish, a 
former police officer who sponsored a bill 
last year that increased the legal protec- 
tions for the use of deadly force in self- 
defense, said he believes Smith would 
have had a legitimate defense if he had just 
stopped shooting after his first shot. “After 
that first shot, when it turned into a grisly 
execution, he lost any hope he had of not 
being prosecuted. He lost all my support,” 
Cornish told the Associated Press. ll 

— PATRICK KREY 
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The Truly 
Unaffordable Care Act 


Item: “The Affordable Care Act reduces 
the deficit considerably,” White House 
Press Secretary Jay Carney told reporters 
on November 26. “I would simply point 
out to you that the Supreme Court has 
spoken, the American people have spoken, 
congressional leaders of both parties have 
spoken, and we’re going to continue with 
implementation.” 

Item: The White House will not include 
ObamaCare in negotiations to reduce 
the deficit because, said the president’s 
spokesman, as cited by a number of media 
outlets, “the Affordable Care Act reduces 
the deficit considerably.” 

ITEM: The White House website currently 
professes: “There’s a lot of misinforma- 
tion out there. For too long, too many hard 
working Americans paid the price for 
policies that handed free rein to insurance 
companies. President Obama’s health 
reform law gives hard working families 
the security they deserve. The Affordable 
Care Act holds insurance companies ac- 
countable, lowers health care costs, gives 
Americans more freedom and control in 
their health care choices and improves the 
quality of care.” 

ITEM: The White House’s website, else- 
where, says it has “de-bunked” a “myth,” 
by simply claiming that the “Affordable 
Care Act will help bring down the cost of 
health care.” 

These are the “facts” offered by the 
president’s site to back up that assertion: 
“The health policy experts and economists 
who have looked at this legislation have 
said we are pursuing every possible mech- 
anism to reduce health care costs. The 
Congressional Budget Office found that 
health insurance reform will reduce the 
deficit by $210 billion in this decade and 
by more than $1 trillion over the following 
10 years. And a family of four would save 
as much as $2,300 on their premiums in 
2014 compared to what they would have 
paid without reform.” 

CORRECTION: The folks in the Obama 
White House occasionally show some un- 
expected talent — such as when they act 
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Bursting: Under ObamaCare, 159 new federal commissions and boards were mandated to be 
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Created to regulate healthcare, as well as the hiring of thousands of IRS agents to help with 
implementation. These are just a couple reasons ObamaCare will cause healthcare costs to burgeon. 


the fool, claiming we can spend our way 
to solvency. 

After all, who in his right mind could 
believe that a colossal new entitlement 
program foisted on the country — handing 
out more benefits to more people — would 
truly save money and reduce the deficit? 
Of course it will cost more. And it certain- 
ly will drive up deficit spending. And it 
will do so at a time when the national debt 
is already larger than the entire economy 
of the United States. 

The various aspects of ObamaCare will 
also lead to higher premiums that will 
drive more people from their existing cov- 
erage into being dependent on Washing- 
ton’s subsidies. Even many ObamaCare 
proponents admit this to be the case. This 
is, we contend, by design. More depen- 
dency will mean that additional taxes will 
be considered necessary, with even more 
spending resulting in more deficits and, 
yes, even greater dependency on the cen- 
tral government. 

A new study by a Medicare trustee, who 
was appointed a public trustee of Social Se- 
curity and Medicare by President Obama, 
comes to a very different conclusion than 
the White House. The study, which was 
published under the aegis of the Mercatus 
Center of George Mason University and 


reported upon by Forbes.com and others, 
indicates that the law will actually increase 
the budget deficits over the following 10 
years by hundreds of billions of dollars. 

Trustee Chuck Blahous has two scenar- 
ios — and neither of them jibes with the 
pipedreams of the executive branch, as he 
takes into account the multi-trillion-dollar 
expansion of federal health spending as 
well as cuts to Medicare and higher taxes. 
Depending on the discipline shown by 
Congress, he calculates in his “optimistic” 
scenario that the deficit will be boosted by 
$346 billion between 2012 and 2021; with 
his “pessimistic” version, the deficit is in- 
creased by $527 billion. 

The federal government’s extensive and 
depressing track record in making predic- 
tions on how much new entitlements will 
cost should make us all shudder. These are 
the wizards who assured us, for instance, 
that Medicare, created in the 1960s, might 
get to $12 billion by 1990. That estimate 
was off — by about a factor of nine, since 
the price tag by then was $110 billion. That 
is hardly the only such example available. 

Indeed, the Congressional Budget Of- 
fice’s analysis, as interpreted by the White 
House, is not correct, the whole story, or an 
accurate abridgment of the facts. Conve- 
niently, the CBO did not even include the 
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implementation costs of ObamaCare in its 
projections. That means not counting a mat- 
ter of $110 billion. Among those ignored 
costs is the funding for the IRS agents who 
will enforce some of its mandates. 

Moreover, though the White House 
spins it differently in its highly selective 
summary of self-congratulations, the CBO 
also estimates that insurance premiums 
could double over six to 10 years. New 
regulations have already had a consider- 
able impact in the rise of premiums. 

In fact, the Congressional Budget Of- 
fice’s initial take is not even the current 
line being pushed by the CBO, though one 
has to dig a bit to find where the adminis- 
tration has buried the truth. The CBO now 
has acknowledged that, in one of the few 
aspects of the law ostensibly designed to 
contain costs, “in nearly every program in- 
volving disease management and care co- 
ordination, spending was either unchanged 
or increased relative to the spending that 
would have occurred in the absence of the 
program, when the fees paid to the par- 
ticipating organizations were considered.” 

There were key reasons why the presi- 
dent had to push his legislation through 
before it could be vetted properly. The ear- 
lier cost estimates have turned out to be, it 
should be no surprise, much too low. The 
president’s new entitlement program, as 
has been noted by Michael Tanner of the 
Cato Institute, is being financed by addi- 
tional taxes and massive debt and relies on 
top-down planning. Writing for National 
Review Online, Tanner observes: 


The $1 trillion price tag has been left 
far behind. The Congressional Bud- 
get Office estimates that the bill will 
now cost at least $1.8 trillion through 
2022, and other estimates suggest it 
could cost as much as $2.2 trillion 
over that period if all costs are taken 
into account, adding more than $823 
billion to the deficit over ten years. 
Even the government’s own actu- 
aries expect it to drive up insurance 
premiums. The most recent report 
by the Department of Health and 
Human Services estimates that in the 
future premiums will rise at 7.9 per- 
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cent annually, double the rate they 
would have risen if Obamacare had 
not been passed. 

Many of Obamacare’s taxes fall 
not just on the rich, but on the middle 
class and small businesses. In fact, 
the mandate “tax” in particular will 
hit 11 million middle-class taxpay- 
ers to the tune of $6 billion. More- 
over, the law’s costly new mandates 
and regulations are widely seen as a 
small-business job killer. 

And, while Obamacare doesn’t di- 
rectly ration care, it puts in place struc- 
tures that will almost inevitably lead to 
rationing. Notably, beginning in 2017, 
a board of 15 unelected bureaucrats, 
the Independent Payment Advisory 
Board (IPAB), will have the authority 
to impose drastic cuts to physician re- 
imbursements under Medicare. 

If abused, this authority could 
allow the government to refuse to pay 
for some treatments or providers, ef- 
fectively rationing care. Even under 
the best of scenarios, the already- 
planned cuts will force as many as 
15 percent of hospitals to close and 
cause many doctors to stop seeing 
Medicare patients. 


That, unfortunately, is not the end of the 
woes to come. ObamaCare is bound to 
be so expensive and controversial that the 
White House is already trying to get the 
states to act as accomplices through health- 
insurance “exchanges.” One need not be a 
fortune teller to predict where Washing- 
ton’s finger of blame will be pointed when 
more cold realities (and higher costs) be- 
come increasingly apparent. 

In the meantime, says Michael Tanner, 


millions of Americans are discover- 
ing that they will not be able to keep 
their current health-care plans. This 
includes seniors who will lose their 
Medicare Advantage plans, and busi- 
nesses and individuals who find their 
plans non-compliant with Obama- 
care’s required benefits (such as 
Catholic charities and schools that are 
now required to offer birth control, in- 
cluding abortifacients). Surveys sug- 
gest that 10 to 30 percent of employers 
could drop their coverage, dumping 
their workers into plans offered on the 
government-run exchanges. 


If the various states do opt to run their own 
exchanges or become a federal partner (it 
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is illegal to do that in 14 states, at last 
count), the governors will find their bud- 
gets being chewed up by the new require- 
ments and also will belatedly discover that 
Washington is really in charge. 

You should expect to pay more state 
taxes if your state jumps aboard these ex- 
changes, with cost estimates ranging to 
$100 million annually. 

There are, to be sure, some jobs being 
produced — though not what you could call 
productive ones. States are finding it neces- 
sary to hire consultants to show them how 
to comply with the raft of federal mandates. 
As columnist Austin Hill puts it: “The fact 
that states as small as Idaho are even con- 
sidering spending tens of millions of dol- 
lars to employ highly educated ‘experts’ to 
create new statewide bureaucracies that are 
in full compliance with the already cum- 
bersome federal bureaucracy demonstrates 
that government is our problem in the 
healthcare markets, and not our solution.” 
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As it is, both elected and unelected of- 
ficials in certain states are being blasted in 
the left-wing media as the recalcitrant par- 
ties. The editors of the Wall Street Journal, 
among others, have seen through this ploy, 
commenting: “Liberals wanted govern- 
ment to re-engineer the entire health-care 
system and rammed the Affordable Care 
Act through on a party-line vote, not stop- 
ping to wonder whether it would work. 
Now that implementation is proving to be 
harder than advertised, they’re blaming the 
states for not making their jobs easier.” 

We should point out that Washington is 
very adept at some things — such as taking 
our money and passing the buck. The latter 
is referenced in the Journal’s observations: 


The main problem is that states are 
being conscripted as federal contrac- 
tors. HHS has declined to reveal basic 
operational details except to make 
clear that state-based exchanges won’t 


really be run by the states. “No mat- 
ter which option is chosen,” as [Wis- 
consin’s Republican Governor] Scott 
Walker put it, “Wisconsin taxpayers 
will not have meaningful control over 
the health-care policies and services 
sold to Wisconsin residents.” 

So if things don’t work voters will 
blame the Governors for decisions 
made in Washington. And when it 
turns out that ObamaCare’s costs 
are underestimated and its benefits 
exaggerated, they’ll have enabled an 
entitlement that many of their con- 
stituents oppose. 


The left-leaners in Washington insist they 
are suited to fix all our healthcare tribula- 
tions. They are not, in part because they 
have ills of their own. Among other afflic- 
tions, they have an incurable occupational 
disease: spendicitis. Hi 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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THE !,\5 WORD 


BY WILLIAM F. JASPER 


UN Climateers and the “Complete Transformation of the World” 


“It must be understood that what is 
occurring here, not just in Doha, but 
in the whole climate change process is 
a complete transformation of the eco- 
nomic structure of the world. That does 
not happen overnight. It should hap- 
pen much quicker than it is happening, 
but it cannot happen overnight.” 


r ‘\ hus spoke climate chief Chris- 

tiana Figueres, at the recent 

United Nations Climate Sum- 
mit in Doha, Qatar, the two-week-long 
extravaganza that concluded in a mar- 
athon overtime session on December 
8. Figueres, who bears the ostentatious title of executive secre- 
tary of UNFCCC/COP18/CMP%8, uttered the admission quoted 
above during a December 3 press conference preceding the kick- 
off of the high-level session of the climate confab. For those who 
have been paying attention to UN activities, policies, programs, 
and pronouncements in general, and those related to UN cli- 
mate-change blatherings in particular, the Figueres admission is 
shocking only insofar that it is so seldom we are treated to such 
candid confessions by those who mean to rule us and who mean 
to re-engineer the lives of everyone on the planet. 

Executive Secretary Figueres expanded on this planned 
“transformation” in an earlier, November 21 interview with the 
Guardian, Britain’s most influential left-wing daily. While not- 
ing that sometimes her job is “thankless,” it is, nevertheless, 
inspiring, since she gets to help “guide” the “‘centralized trans- 
formation” of humanity and the planet. Her words: 


It is the most inspiring job in the world because what we are 
doing here is we are inspiring government, private sector, 
and civil society to [make] the biggest transformation that 
they have ever undertaken. The Industrial Revolution was 
also a transformation, but it wasn’t a guided transformation 
from a centralized policy perspective. This is a centralized 
transformation that is taking place because governments 
have decided that they need to listen to science. So it’s a 
very, very different transformation and one that is going 
to make the life of everyone on the planet very different. 


The “centralized transformation” Figueres so earnestly advo- 
cates would indeed “make the life of everyone on the planet 
very different” — and in ways that a sizable portion of the 
folks on this planet would vigorously object to, it is probably 
safe to say. Her transformative vision would also take central 
planning far beyond the realms already practiced during the 
most totalitarian epochs of Communist dictators Mao Tse- 
tung and Josef Stalin. Mao and Stalin, in their wildest dreams, 
could not have imagined a global regime for measuring CO, 
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and regulating every breath, every 
cooking fire, every watt of electric- 
ity, virtually every activity of every 
person on Earth. We risk belaboring 
those obvious points because not a 
single reporter or commentator in the 
so-called mainstream media, as far 
as we can tell, has seen fit to remark 
on, let alone express alarm over, this 
stupendous grab for global, despotic 
power. 

Tsk, tsk, say the doubters; no need 
to get riled over the hyperbolic blo- 
viations of UN bureaucrats at inter- 
national forums. That’s what they do; 
it’s part of their job description — nothing to get seriously 
stressed over. So, relax; don’t worry, be happy. 

We can indeed take some satisfaction in knowing that, despite 
the frantic end-of-the-world fulminations at Doha about global 
warming, the final takeaway from the summit fell far short of 
the organizers’ goals. 

The world didn’t buy their “solutions,” even after being in- 
undated in hysterical propaganda attempting to link Tropical 
Storm Sandy and other “extreme weather” with man-made 
global warming. Even President Obama realized he didn’t have 
support to press for any of the grandiose global climate schemes. 

But that doesn’t mean we’re safe. Over the next 12 months, 
the UN’s Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) 
will begin issuing its 5th Assessment Report, and the media 
fright peddling will run nonstop. And President Obama has let 
it be known that he is taking a different track to enact the UN 
climate agenda. 

Senator James Inhofe (R-Okla.) is the one-man Truth Squad 
in the Senate who has done the most to expose the global- 
warming sham. In a video message delivered to the Doha sum- 
mit on December 6, Sen. Inhofe noted: “While he has been 
racking up huge deficits and talking up tax increases, the Presi- 
dent has already sent billions of American taxpayer dollars to 
the United Nations — and he’s managed to do it quietly so that 
no one will notice.” 

“How many billions have already been handed over in the last 
three years?” Sen. Inhofe asked. “It’s hard to tell,’ he answered. 
“There appears to be little in the way of transparency.” In ad- 
dition, Sen. Inhofe has pointed out that the Obama administra- 
tion is simply disregarding the Constitution and proceeding to 
implement the UNFCCC agenda through executive orders, the 
regulatory mandates of the EPA, and the many other programs 
of the Fedgov leviathan. 

The fight must be taken to Congress, where irate taxpayers 
must convince House members to tie the purse strings and cut all 
funding to the UN, and to the Fedgov agencies that are feeding 
the UN beast. 


Christiana 
Figueres 
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FOUNDATIONS 


Foundations: Their Power and Influence 
Renee A. Wormser examines some of America’s most powerful tax-exempt 
foundations; their actions, as opposed to their stated purposes; the 
interlocking groups of men who run them; and their influence on the 
country at large. First published in 1958. (1993ed, 412pp, pb, $19.95) BKFPI 


Dollars & Sense 

Dollars & $ense, by John E McManus, is an excellent tool for teaching 
Americans about the nature of money and how to solve inflation. Given the 
current economic crisis, it is a must-see! 

Sleeved DVD (2008, 48min, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea;50-99/$0.75ea; 
100-999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea) DVDDAS 

Cased DVD (2008, 48min, 1/$5.95; 10-24/$4.95ea; 25-49/$3.95ea; 50-99/$2.95ea; 
100-249/$2.25ea; 250+/$1.75ea) DVDDASC 

Audio CD (2008, 42min, 1/$1.00; 25/$20.00; 50/$37.50; 100/$70.00) CDDAS 
Booklet (2009, 40pp, pb, 1/$2.95ea; 10/$2.00ea; 25/$1.50ea; 50/$1.00ea; 
100+/$0.75ea) BKLTDAS 


The Law 


Frederic Bastiat, in his classic exposé of socialism and communism as “lawful 
plunder, ” explains the fundamental principles involved in determining the 
proper scope of government. It also explains socialist fallacies. (2007ed, 74pp, 
pb, $4.95) BKL 


JES 


VAN yee Bunt AWM asad al i HAN 


THE SHADULS 


The Shadows of Power 

Author James Perloff exposes the subversive roots and global 
designs of the Council on Foreign Relations (CFR). Passed off 
as a think-tank, this group is the “power behind the throne,’ 
with hundreds of top government officials drawn from its 
ranks. The book traces CFR activity from the Wilson to 
Reagan administrations. (201 1ed, 273pp, pb, $10.95) BKSOP 


Man, Freedom, & Government 
An enhanced remake of Ezra Taft Benson’s 1968 filmstrip 
classic, this DVD provides a roadmap for restoring our 
freedoms and rights. 

Sleeved DVD (2005, 24min, 1/$1.00ea; 11-20/$0.90ea; 
21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 100-999/$0.70ea; 
1,000+/$0.64ea) DVDMFGPS 

Cased DVD (2005, 24min, $5.95) DVDMFG 


The Creature From Jekyll Island 
G. Edward Griffin unmasks the secrets behind the 
manipulation of our nation’s money supply by providing an 
insider’s look at how the Federal Reserve came into being and 
how it controls the value of the dollar. (2010, 5th ed, 608pp, pb, 
$22.95) BKCFJI 
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QUANTITY TITLE PRICE TOTAL PRICE Shop| y 
e 
JBS.org Mail completed form to: OBO 
ShopJBS * P.O. BOX 8040 
. APPLETON, WI 54912 . 
Order Online: www.ShopJBS.org bly io] 
Credit-card orders call toll-free now! 1 -800-342-6491 Order Online 
Name 
Address 
WIRESIDENTS ADD —SHIPPING/HANDLING Cit State Zi 
SUBTOTAL 5% SALES TAX (SEE CHART BELOW) TOTAL y P 
For shipments outside the U.S., please call for rates. Q) Check O VISA Q Discover pre) 2 
Order Subtotal | Standard Shipping | Rush Shipping () Money Order CU) MasterCard O American Express MiSs Anacan Bes 
$0-10.99 $4.95 $9.95 Standard: 4-14 “a ora 
$11.00-19.99 $7.75 $12.75 business days. Make checks payable to: ShopJBS 
$20.00-49.99 $9.95 $14.95 Rush: 3-7 business 
$50.00-99.99 $13.75 $18.75 days, no P.O. Boxes, # Exp. Date 
$100.00-149.99 $15.95 $20.95 HI/AK add $10.00 
150.00 Il ll : 
$ " cal ca Signature 130107 
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CONSULTANTS AND ADMINISTRATORS 


Specializing in Tax Deductions for Dental Practices * Post Office Box 7007 * Porter Ranch, CA 91327 


